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P K R U Et: 


HE firſt that I heard of M. de F.'s book, was 

of the arrival of ſuch a thing at Reading. When I 

read it, I thought it irregular and unconnected, and was no 
ways apprehenſive of its being any way injurious to ſuch who 
had already embraced the truth, whoſe ſenſes are exerciſed to 
know good and evil ; ſo thought to take no more notice of 
it than I did of an anonymous ſquib handed about this town 
ſeveral months ago, for the ſame purpoſe, I ſuppoſe, that 
M. de F. ſent her book here, to be fold. My Anſwer to 
it does not ariſe from any change of thought concerning it, 
for I ſtill retain the ſame ſentiments of it which its firſt read- 
ing ſuggeſted ; but I have thus anſwered, becauſe of the ſhout 
of triumph there appeared to be among thoſe who eſteem 
me heterodox, or an Antinomian ; to ſhew them I am not 
without hope towards Gop, nor without a. reaſon for the 
hope that is in me ; hoping it may be a mean of leading 
ſome to think for themſelves, and to ſearch the ſcriptures, to 
ſee whether theſe things are ſo, that thereby they may be 
_ made wiſe unto falvation. M. de, F.'s book, though 
aimed at me, (which I have good grounds for con- 
cluding) yet is not confined to me, but has a word by the 
bye, for the Arminian and Socinian ; and the Antinomian 
that told her his idea of the ſliccp and goats, mentioned in 
the 25th of Matthew, with neither of which three I agree, 
ſo far as M. de F. has given us a view of their ſentiments 
in particular; no, not even with the Antinomian himſelf 
reſpecting the ſheep and goats ; for I as really believe the 
ex to be human perſons, conſiſting of body, ſoul, and 
pirit, as I do the nav, Several of M. de F.'s argu- 
ments, or aſſertions, I have not noticed at all in particular, 
thinking it a ſufficient anſwer to them, to ſhew they were 
not — by the ſcriptures ſhe had made uſe of for that 
purpoſe. Some ſcriptures alſo, ,in M. de F.'s form of ap- 
plication, which form of application of them, though quite 
difterent from my views of them from their connection, I 
have omitted noticing at all; thinking what I have noticed, 
without any more, a ſuiſicient Anſwer to M. de F.'s book, 
as it concerns my miniſtry, and that thereby I have * gl 
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clue of ſufficient bulk, to learn my views of thoſe ſcriptures, 
I have not noticed, by examining their connection. Like 
M. de-F. I have repeatedly cited the ſame ſcriptures in de- 


. Fence of my ſentiments, and think them as much ſupported 


by them, as ever ſhe did her's. If I am thought irregular, 


and unconnected, it muſt be remembered,” my book is not a 


treatiſe, but an Anſwer to M. de F. in which I was neceſſi- 
tated to follow her. From any uſe I have made of the word 
Antinomian, in this Anſwer, I would not be thought to 
ſubſcribe myſelf by that name, for I do not oppoſe the law, 
but own it to be holy, juſt, and good, and that no jot, or 
tittle of it is deſtroyed, but altogether fulfilled in Jzsvs, the 
Mediator between Gop and man. As I boaſt of no parti- 
cular accuracy of grammar and ſpeech,” if I am detected as 
inaccurate in this Anſwer, it ſhall no way offend me; and I 


will thankfully endeavour to obſerve any ſuch correction next 


time I publiſh any thing, as it falls in my way. If the doc- 
trine I have here publithed ſhould bg pr rnb] I am ready 
to defend it, and in that caſe will, (through divine per- 
miſſion) if I think the oppoſition worth notice. 


T. JONES. 
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1 DE FLEURY prefixeth, © What think ye of 
| „CHRIST F“ Matt. xxii. 42. and then begins her 
treatiſe, ſaying, ** Of all the queſtions which it is poſſible to 
*« propoſe to mankind, this is one of the moſt im t; 
upon the right knowledge of the Loxp Jesus CHRIST, 
depends the happineſs and ſalvation of men; this is life 
eternal, to know thee the only true Gop, and Jesvus 
© CHRIST whom thou haſt ſent, John xvii. 3. If our ac- 
quaintance with polite literature and the ſciences is deficient, 
our loſs will be trivial. If we are miſtaken, or even de- 
* ceived in ſuch matters, the miſtake or deception will not 
be attended with much danger or damage; but a defi- 
« ciency, a miſtake, a deception in the knowledge of the 
* Lorp Jesus CHRIST, cannot but be accompanied by 
the moſt fatal conſequences. Eternity hangs upon it. 
I anſwer, I think Cuxr1sT to be the — Man, the 
Lox from Heaven. And the record (whereby alone the 
right knowledge” is communicated) Gop hath given of 
his Sov, in whom he dwells, .and with whom he is ever one, 
is, that he hath given to us eternal life, and that“ this life 
* is in his Son.” 1 John v. 10. 11. JESUS himpelf is the 
eternal life, 1 John i. 2. hence he emphatically declares 
himſelf the life. John xiv. 6. If by the © right know- 
* ledge of the Lord Jesus ChRisr,“ M. de F. would 
have us underſtand a right acquaintance with him, I 
would beg leave to obſerve, that as our acquaintance with 
any art or ſcience does not conſtitute its being, or any way 
alter its nature and tendency ; it being before our acquaint- 
ance therewith every way the ſame it is now, after our 

| B acquaint- 
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acquaintance therewith; having undergone no change there- 
by, having received no addition therefrom: ſo neither can 
our acquaintance with, or right knowledge of, the LoR D 
1 CHRIST and his ſalvation, make any change in 

im, nor add any thing to his ſalvation. Admitting that 
we know him, and are joyful in his ſalvation, he was be- 
fore we knew him what he is now after we know him ; 
and his falvation was „hen, in our ſtate of ignerance of him, 
equally permanent and complete, and equally. ours „en, 
in which we were then ſaved and loved of Gop : for our 
ſalvation is completed I independent of our know- 
ledge thereof: his dying for our fins, and riſing again for 
our juſtification is a real fa and permanent truth, whether 
we knw it, or are acquarnted therewith or not. If M. de F.'s 
friends fay, ſhe did not mean to oppoſe this,---I anſwer, be 
it ſo; my obſervation even then may not lawfully be deem- 
ed altogether unneceſſary; but ſhould be admitted uſeful 
for the ſake of perſpicuity, leſt any ſhould think eternal 
life lay in our &nowing the Lord Jesus CnrisT, for- 
petting that he himſelf is revealed as the eternal life,---that 

may be known as ſuch. 

But as to the knowledge of the Lox D JESUS CHRIST, 
it was never denied, nor oppoſed by me : nor has the ſup- 
ome any place in my mind, that any were ever 7 and 

appy in the Lord I Ess, as revealed, without a knowledge 
of him, or to uſe M. de F.'s phraſe, a right knowledge” of 
him, though I own I cannot diſtinguiſh between a wrong 
knowledge of him, and ignorance of him: nor can I ſup- 
poſe any one will ever be happy and joyous in the world 
to come, in the LoxD Jesvs, without a right knowledge ot, 
and acquaintance with him, for I look upon it a moral 
impoſſibility either here, or there; for, however calculated 
a thing may be in ſelf to make me happy, yet, while I 
am deſtitute of the knowledge of it, I am not happy in it : 
ſo if endleſs ignorance is proved the fixed deſtiny of any of 
Adam's race, it is very caſy to conclude what ſtate ſuch a 
number will be endleſsly in,---viz. deſtitute of the enjoy- 
ment of happineſs in the Lox D Jesus CHRIST, and poſ- 
ſibly liable to all the horrors that ſtate can admit. But if 
being deficient” in the“ _ knowledge of the LoD 
* Jesus CHRIST,“ fixes the ſtate of the perſons ſo dying; 
endleſs miſery, without any exception, what becomes T in- 
| ants, 
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fants, idiots, and the ſavage nations, that never heard the 
Goſpel ; each of which is © deficient” in, yea abſolutely 
deſtitute of the © right knowledge of the LoxD Jesus 
« ChrisT,” in this world; the infant, and the idiot, 
being equally incapable of attending to any revelation of 
him? And as for the ſavage, how can he know and believe 
on him of whom he has not heard? All theſe, it muſt be 
concluded, I preſume, die ignorant of the Lorp IESus 
CHRIST; therefore cannot but be endleſsly miſerable, if 
there is no knowledge of him communicated to them in the 
world to come. | 

Page 2. What ſuperabounding gratitude ought to 
« dwell in our hearts, and numberleſs thanks flow from 
* our lips to the infinite Gop, for the ineſtimable preſent 
* he has made us of his Bible!” True; we that are 
bleſſed with common intelligence, and have a poſſible op- 
portunity of peruſing the Scriptures, or of having them read 
to us, are doubtleſs highly favoured, as they are a “ divine 
*« revelation of the glorious perſon, and the exalted cha- 
« rater of the Lord Jesus CarisT, as God's ſalva- 
tion unto the ends of the earth,” as faith M. de F. in 
the ſame page. Then I would hope none of Adam's race 
among the indefinite nomination of the “ ends of the 
* earth,” will be denied a right and claim to it. 

In this ſame page M. de F. tells us ſhe intends to enquire 
what men think of CHRIST, which, ſhe ſays, will naturally 
lead her “ to conſider a few capital errors which are abroad 
in the world, and eſpecially thoſe Antinomian tenets which, 
in the preſent day, are gaining ground in many places, 
* as M. de F. ſays © to the — of the goſpel, and 
the ruin of ſouls.” What thoſe tenets are M. de F. 
will, no doubt, ſhew us, when ſhe unmaſks Antinomianiſm : 
and prove how they are diſbonouring to the goſpel, and to the 
ruin of ſouls. 

On the firſt ph of page the 3d I only make the 
following remark: IEsus CHRIST is GoD ALMIGHTY 
1 in human fleſh, which all the ſcriptures teach moſt 
clearly. 

828 2. in the ſame — It is the work of 4 
** mediator to make peace, and CHRIST hath done it.”--- 
Very good. If M. de F. and her employer had ſtuck to 


this throughout her * they could not well _ 
2 o. 
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done better : but that they have not, the ſequel will ſhew. 
If Cxr1sT has made “ peace” himſelf, between man and 
Gop, man has no hand in making it; nor, upon this ground, 
can any thing done by or in man be any part of his peace f 
conſcience ; but that only which IE SVS has done for him, and 

really is in his finiſhed work unte him. | 
Paragraph the 3d, page the 3d. * The ſcriptures teſ- 
« tify of the LoxD JIEsus, that he is the Redeemer of all 
« the EleQ People of Gop.” I aſk, where do the ſcriptures 
teſtify that Jesus only died for a ſelect number of man- 
kind? I dety M. de F. and all the world to produce one 
text that aſſerts it. In the 199, ung JeHOVAH is declared 
the Gop of Jew and Gentile, Rom. iti. 29. And both are 
declared to be made one new man in CHRIST, Eph. ii. 15. 
For he hath made of twain one new man in himſelf, fo 
making peace. As to the ſcriptures here cited by M. de F. 
to prove the hypotheſis of limited redemption, Ifa. liv. 5. 
John x. 15. Eph. i. 7. they make nothing for her. Ifai- 
ah, in the ſame verſe, cited above, declares [ous ſhould be 
called the God of the whole earth: and J conclude he ts 
what he is called. And as to John, x. 15. © I lay down 
my life for my ſheep,” no more proves limited redemption, 
than Paul's ſaying, ©** He loved me, and gave himſelf for 
me, proves JESUS loved none, nor gave himſelf for any 
one but him; or than John's ſaying, © He is the propitia- 
« tion for our fins,” exempted the whole world, 1 John ii. 2. 
The ſheep mentioned John x. 15. are ſaid to hear CHRIST's 
voice, and follow him, and to flee from ſtrangers, which 
cannot be applied to all the elect at one and the ſame time, 
according to M. de F.'s ſenſe of elect, I think it muſt ap- 
pear plain to any impartial enquirer, who can lay aſide pre- 
judice in favour of popular ſentiment, that Cyz1srT, in the 
roth of- John, is ſpeaking of thoſe that believed in him, 
under the appellation of ſheep, in the firſt part of the chap- 
ter, to the 16th verſe ; where other ſheep are introduced, 
not of that fold he had been ſpeaking of at that particular 
juncture; which ſheep, he ſaid, he muſt bring, and that 
they ſhould hear his voice :---upon which there ſhould be 
one fold, and one Shepherd. And if thoſe other ſheep are 
the Gentiles, as is generally thought, why may they not be 
looked upon to be called ſh&p, by a figure of ſpeech, in re- 
ference to a ſtate they ſhould be brought into by the 9 ? 
or 
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For ſince his ſheep are ſaid to hear his voice, and follow him, 
why may not the name be looked upon as belonging /trilp, 
and properly, to ee only, and to the others only with re- 
ference to their hearing and falling?“ Conſonant with this 
view of the place, Caxr1sT faid to the Jews, “ Ye believe 
© not, becauſe ye are not of my ſheep.” The phraſe “ be- 
s cauſe ye are not of my ſheep,” is not rendered as a reaſon 
why they did not believe, as if inſinuating, that as divine 
deitiny excluded them intereſt in the death of CHRIS, they 
conſequently inevitably continued in unbelief: for ſuch an 
excluſion of them from intereſt in ChHr1sT's death, would be 
incompatible with all the calls and invitations of the Goſpel, 
as well as the upbraidings we find in the Scripture thrown 
at unbelievers. 

To exclude them his redemption, and thereby all poſſi- 
bility of happineſs, and the privilege of believing, and yet 
blame them for nt believing, would be unequalled cruelty, 
which to impute to Jesvs, would be the higheſt blaſphemy. 
But the phraſe ** For ye are not of my ſheep,” is brought 
in as a pro of their malicious prejudice againſt, and wiltul 
inattention to his doctrine and works, when they would 
have profeſſed they were ready, upon proper proof given, to 
believe, by ſaving, © How long doſt thou make us to doubt? 
jf thou be the Cyr1sT tell us plainly,” v. 24. Jesvs an- 
ſwered, I have told you, but ye believed not; the works 
{© that I do in my Father's name, they bear witneſs of me, 
& but ye believe not.” As it he had faid, ye have no truſt 
nor confidence in me ; no, not ſo much as to admit of a 
probability of my being the CHRIST, for ye are not of my 
ſheep ; you do not hear my voice, nor follow me, as adhering 
to me at all. So it is evident you do not put any confidence 
in me, no not even ſo much as to examine my proof. 
This, I apprehend, to be the genuine ſenſe of the paſſage, 
from its connection. As to CHR1sT's ſaying he laid down 
his life for his ſheep, being brought to prove he did not die 
for all men, is to charge Gop fooliſhly, to upbraid him with 
incorrectneſs of ſpeech, when he tells us by an apoſtle, as his 
ambaſſador, ** he gave himſelf a ranſom for all.” 1 Tim. ii. 
6. That he is “the propitiation for the fins of the whole 


They were the property of Chn18T before they heard his voice and 


followed him, as much as they are after ; this is not queſtioned ; but the 
query is, whether the name ſheep, is applied to them, till then. 


« world.” 
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* world,” 1 John ii. 2. We have redemption through his 
* blood,” Eph. i. 7. cited alſo by M. de F. proves no 


limit in redemption, except it limits it to Paul, and the 


Epheſian church, which I preſume would not rejoice M. 
de F. any more than myſelf, fince thereby we ſhould both 
be excluded a poſſibility of bliſs. 

Page 3. par. 4. The Scriptures teſtify of the Lorp 
« Jesvs CHRIST that he is the great Prophet of the 
church.“ If the Lorp Jesvus is a prophet, which I 
believe, according to Scripture, he is, he muſt not be con- 
fined in that character to the church, if by the church we 
are to underſtand the believing only, (which I apprehend 
we are) if ſo, all but believers would be excluded from 
the benefit of the light of his inſtruction, which to admit, 
would be allowing the abſurdity of a poſſibility of believing 
without prophecy or inſtruction; for where there is n«thing 
revealed, there can be nothing believed; for how ſhall the 
* believe on him of whom they have not heard?” If 
Cnar1sT is prophet to man at all, he is ſo to him while he is 
— ignorant, and out of the way, while yet an unbeliever, that 

e may become à believer, and wiſe unto ſalvation; that he 
may be turned from darkneſs | from the idolatry of ſelt- 
righteouſneſs ] to light to the life which is in CuRISrF 
Jesus |; from the power of Satan unto Gop. And Jesvs 
is thus 1 to mankind, by the word of ſalvation, de- 
livered by his own mouth, and the mouths of his prophets 
and apoſtles, directed in its addreſs to every creature; as 
the miniſtry of reconciliation; aſſuring them, that Gop 
was in CHRIST, reconciling the world unto himſelf, not 
imputing their treſpaſſes unto them, but that he made him 
to be fin for us, who knew no fin, that we might be made 
the righteouſneſs of Gop in him. This is — in- 
ſtruction unto the ſons of men, a plain and clear miniſtra- 
tion of life; and as it is directed in its addreſs to every 
creature, we may conclude aſſuredly that it belongs to every 
creature, in its matter and ſubſtance: if otherwiſe, the 
addreſs'is inconſiſtent. But we need not wonder if Go 
« ye into all the world, and preach the Goſpel to every 
1 creature,” is denied to convey the idea that the Goſpel is, 


in its immediate direction and addreſs, good news to 


every human creature without exception, when ſuch a plain 
paſſage on univerſal redemption is limited to a few only, in 
its 
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its latter elauſe; though extended to al} in its former, as the 
following :---** As by the offence of one, the judgment came 
upon all men to condemnation ; even fo, by the righteouſ- 
« neſs of one, the free gift came upon a men to the juſtifica- 
tion of life.“ If ſuch expreſſions as theſe do not hold out 
the doctrine of univerſal redemption, or that CHRIST's 
redemption belongs to / Adam's race, I muſt confeſs, 
I am unacquainted with any phraſe or phraſes that can 
poſſibly convey ſuch a ſentiment. 

Page 4. The ſcriptures teſtify of the Loxp Jesvs 
Cuxisr that he is a prieſt.” I confeſs Ixsus to be alſo a 
prieſt, according to the ſcriptures ; that he hath offered one 
ſacrifice for ſin, and thereby obtained eternal redemption for 
us. 

Page 4. "Che ſcriptures alſo ſpeak of the Lord Jesvs 
under the dignified character of a King.” He is alſo con- 
feſſed by me to be King over all worlds and things, and eſ- 
— ruling in the hearts of all that believe, by the rod of 

is ſtrength, the ſceptre of his Goſpel. 
Page 4. He is deelared to be the juſtifying righteouſ- 
a — of his people.” I alfo acquieſce in Jesvs's being the 
juſtifying righteouſneſs of his people, but have no — * 
idea annexed to the expreſſion * his people,” which ex- 
cludes part of Adam's race from intereſt in CHRISH as 
their juſtifying righteouſneſs ; for he has the heathen for his 
4 inheritance, and the uttermoſt part of the earth for his 
ce poſſeſſion ; and is the Gop of the whole earth, in whom all 
the families of the carth are bleſſed.” 

Page 5. A Saviour.” I likewiſe acknowledge Jzsus 
a Saviour, but, I own, I cannot make any diſtinction be- 
tween his being our juſtifying righteouſneſs, and our Saviour ; 
for I ſce no poſſibility of his being our juſtifying righteouſ- 
neſs, without his being thereby our Saviour, 

Page 5. The grand declaration of the ſcripture, then, 
concerning the Loxp JESUS CHRIST, is, that he is in- 
© deed IMMANUEL, God wiTH Us, Gop Man, Me- 
„ DIATOR, making peace between Gop and man; a 
* Redeemer, a Prophet, a Prieſt, a King, the wiſdom, 
e righteouſneſs and ſanctification of his people, in order 
that he may become their JIESUs, their Saviour ; and 
the falvation with which he faves them, the ſcriptures 
* expreſsly declare to be a ſalvation from fin.” “ He ſhall 

* fave 


„ 
* ſave his people from their ſins.” The phraſe, “In or- 


der that he may become their Saviour, is rather ambi- 
om in the connection in which it here ſtands with ſancti- 
cation, according to M. de F.'s view of ſanctification, in- 
timating, if viewed in this light, that CHRIST is not per- 
manently our Saviour from fin, by his atonement and 
righteouſneſs alone, but becomes ſo, by ſome after act, 
ſuppoſed to be put forth upon our individual perſons and 
faculties ; but how CHRIST could be made fin, and put 
it away by the ſacrifice of himſelf, and fin yet remain to be 

t away, I cannot determine. 

Upon the ſame ground, alſc, I object to the phraſe, 
« Making peace between Gop and man,” . becauſe the 
peace is made already; it is not 79 be dane it is not under 
hand, nw doing, but was finiſhed on the eroſs, Col. i. 20. 
Gop ii perfectly reconciled to man, and man to all the 
fullneſs of Gop, in the perſon of CarisT; for IESUS 
hath made of Jew and Gentile one new man in himſelf, 
and thereby made peace, Eph. ii. 15. Were I to indulge a 
thought that Jesvs dd not perfectly become our Saviour, 
and peace, by his atonement and rightevuſneſs alone, or by 
what he was, and dd when upon earth, I ſhould be under 
the neceſſity of either ſuſpecting a deficiency in his work 
then done, to anſwer the end intended, or, error in the 
revelation concerning it; than either of which, I had rather 
be deſtitute of intelligence. 

If it be alledged, IESVUs is Prophet and King, as well as 
Prieſt, it is granted ; but his office of Prophet and King, 
is in ſubſerviency to his Prieſthood, for by his being a Pro- 
phet, I preſume, is underſtood his being an inſtructor ; and 
if he inſtructs, it muſt be in ſome theme or doctrine already 
permanent in itſelf, for where there is no matter to be 
taught, there can be no teaching or inſtruction adminiſtered. 
And the theme or doctrine is reconciliation.---Hence Paul 
ſaith, ** And hath given to us the miniſtry of reconciliation,” 
2 Cor. v. 18.— This is his inſtruction as prophet ex- 
tant in the ſeriptures and therein adminiſtered unto us. 
Moreover, as king -he has a kingdom, in which his ſub- 
jets live, and this kingdom is a horn of ſalvation, a king- 
dom that cannot be moved, where JEsus, as having died 
for our fins, and raiſed again for our juſtification, is our 
ſhicld, defence, and ſafety. 
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Page 5. Sin is the greateſt of evils: where ſhall I find 
% a tongue to expreſs, or a pen to deſcribe the evil of ſin? 
If we look back to a world overwhelmed with waters, or 
« to citics deſtroyed by ſhowers of fire, if we look around to 
the numberleſs miſeries human nature is ſubject to, and 
«* continually ſurrounded with, we may learn a little of the 
evil of fin; if we conſider the innumerable millions of 
« angels and men eternally ſeparated from Gop, and from 
« holineſs and happineſs, and configned over to blackneſs of 
„ darkneſs for ever; we may well conclude, that the cauſe 
of ſuch effects muſt be the greateſt of all evils,” &c. Sin 
is, doubtleſs, the greateſt of evils ; indeed there never was 
any moral evil but fin ; but we have to rejoice that CH RIs r 
has made an end of fin, and has put it away by the ſacrifice 
of himſelf. And we may now 'back upon a drowned 
world, cities conſumed by fire, and many other inſtances 
recorded in the Old Teſtament, wherein God's oppoſition to 
ſin, and his being of purer eyes than to behold RO was 
manifeſted, by his viſiting iniquity upon the hairy ſcalp of 
the treſpafſer, until the third and fourth millennium, till 
Jesvs came, and was made fin, and bore the curſe him- 
ſelf; till he hung on Calvary, as the ſubſtance of all pre- 
ceding — = our ſalvation. -In him, in his paſton 
ev oing figurative cataſtrophe was more than led 
da anſwered. Upon him, and for his deſtruction, as made 
ſin, were the windows of Heaven unſtopt, and the foun- 
tains of the great deep broken up! Upon him divine 
wrath met, under the idea of the element of fire and water 
triumphant! ſo his battle was with burning and fuel of fire, 
Ifa. ix. 5. while he ſunk in deep mire, and the waves and 
_— . his _ Pa. Ixix. 2. And — _ = 
i om ch all ' the mi e, Pſa. 
Ixxxix. 50. And 1 his viſage was — — 4s any 
„% man's, and his form more than the ſons of men.” Iſa. Iii. 
14. And he roared for the diſquietude of his ſoul, when it 
was exceeding ſorrowful, even unto death. 
What were the calamities of the old world, deluged with 
water, to his? or the horrid torture of Sodom, Gomorrah, 
Admah, and Zeboim, deſtroyed by the deſcending ſhowers of 


fire and brimſtone, to what he felt in Gethſemane; and 
during the filent darkneſs that clothed the earth, while he 


felt pangs of death; and pains of hell pervaded him ? 
- C * What 
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What were heir viſitations for ſin to his? yea, more, what 
were their ſins to his? which were his, as our head, committed 
by us, but as much hrs, before Gop in law, by virtue of 
his union in fleſh to us, as ever they were ours. Therefore 
he confefſed them as his own, ſaying, * Thou knoweſt 
«© my. fooliſhneſs, and my fins are not hid from thee; they 
© are more in number than the hairs of my head; therefore 
my heart faileth, cannot look up.” Pf. Ixix. 5. What 
were the fins of the Antideluvians, and the fins of the in- 
habitants of the cities of the plain of Jordan, compared with 
the bulk of the iniquity laid Jesus; when, as the 
Lamb of Gop, he ns away fin of the world? Ba- 
lanced with his ponderous load, heir | gravity will be found 
trivial, and their viſitations, compared with hrs wounding 
and bruiſing, will ſcarce. admit the name of correction. In 
Ixsus alone did fin in its own colour of evil; and he 
alone ſuſtained the — — of ſin. Since, therefore, 
Jesvs hath finiſhed „made an end of fin, made 
reconciliation for. iniquity, and brought in everlaſting righ- 
teouſneſs, let us no longer keep up the proverb of diſſatiſ- 
faction in Iſracl---** The fathers have eaten ſour grapes, 
« and the childrens teeth are ſet on edge. Ezek. xviii. 2. 
For the numberleſs miſeries human nature is ſubject to, 
and continually ſurrounded with, cannot be vindictive 
viſitations of Gop for fin, becauſe he hath found a ranſom, 
and declares, ** This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well 

« pleaſed; hear ye him.. 
the miſerics human nature is ſubjedt to, which is the 
common lot of all men, more or leſs, one way or other, in 
this world, and ſtate of things, muſt be looked upon as in- 
tended for good, and permitted, in kindneſs, by our heavenly 
Father, to detach us from this ſtate of things, and wiſhing to 
abide therein for ever, and remind us of our houſe from 
above; and concluded- of (fince permitted by infinite wiſ- 
dom) to be ſerviceable ſome way to the human race at | 
in all ſtates, even to thoſe that have not towards God in 
CHRIST ; and if we trace their uſe in JEROVAn-JESvUS's 
providence, in the management of creation, by the help of 
revelation, according to our ſeveral capacities in this ſtate of 
_ we ſhall no doubt fo far perceive their utility, as to 
conſtrain us to acknowledge them rather benevolence, than 
inflictions of puniſhment for fin. And as to ſin's being the 
| epa- 
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ſeparation between Gop and © innumerable millions“ of 
men, as well as angels, I may boldly affirm, as it reſpects 
the human ſpecies, it cannot be true, conſidered as a pro- 
ceeding of Gop againſt them in law; for Gop cannot, 
conſiſtent with his juſtice, conſidering the reconciliation made 
for iniquity, make a law charge of fin upon man, nor inflict 
penalty in law upon him as a tranſgreſſor; for Jesvus in 
man's behalf, hath put away fin---hath made an end of it. 
Heb. ix. 26. Dan. ix. 24. As to the diſtance or ſepara- 
tion between man and Gop, it has no exiſtence but in the 
mind of man, through ignorance and unbelief; for Gop 
hath proclaimed peace on carth, and good will to 
„ men,” through his well beloved Son: Luke ii. 14. 
yea, he perfectly reconciled the world to himſelf in him, 
ing in him, its ſtate of filthineſs and impurity, from 
before his face for ever, and hallowed it to himſelf in his 
righteouſneſs. 2 Cor. v. 19. 25. Should the feelings and 
ſenſations of wrath, which many are conſcious of, and tor- 
mented" by, be brought as an objection to the ſentiment, 
it may be obſerved by way of reply, that ſome may be found 
up and down the world, that are now ha in JEsvus, 
who once had the ſenſation of ſin and divine wrath; and 
felt all their attendant unſpeakable horrors to a great degree ; 
yea before they truſted in Jesvs, nothing was wanting to 
c—_— their hell, but a total ceſſation of the diverſion 
of ſenſible objects, and an entire extinguiſhing of all proſ- 
* — A but Gop was as much ee in their be- 
or fin then, as now are happy and peaceful, and th 
were then _y — foo 2 him, — 
way acceptable, as they are now---rejoicing in 
hope of his glory. So their N and ane of 
heart and conſcience, was not, could not be a charge and 
infliction executed upon them of Gop ; his wrath abode 
them while in unbelief, as to their apprehenſion 
and conſcience ; no other way can the wrath of Gop be 
underſtood to abide upon any man, compatible with the 
nature of the redemption of CHRISH‚ perfectly complete. 
If the ſenſations of wrath already noticed were God's charge 
and execution; a penalty inflicted by him for fin ; CyrisT's 
atonement muſt be eonſidered incomplete, and the believer 
as having made atonement for his own fin in his own pro- 
per perſon. If they are 3 only as IE 
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of the wrath of Gop towards the perſon in the ſtate and 
habit of fin, I aſk, if there was real wrath in Gop againſt 
the perſon when he felt the guilt of fin in his conſcience, 
what has now removed it? What did Gop do with that 
wrath? CHRIST has not died fince. If it be ſaid to be re- 
moved from the mind of Gop, or ors car in him, 
upon, or by our believing, believing is hereby made a 
ſharer with the work of CHRIST, in the appeaſing of di- 
vine juſtice, which is in effect denying his own arm brought 

ſalvation. | 
M. de F. page 6. conſidering ſalvation in five views, mani- 
feſts her views of falvation ; that they take in ſomething that 
CHriIsT did, and ſomething done upon, or in us. She 
ſpeaks there of ſalvation, from the guilt” and © condem- 
** nation” of ſin. But it is contrary to common ſenſe, to ſup- 
poſe a ſalvation from the guilt of fin, if fin itſelf yet remains 
upon us in its filthineſs and odiouſneſs before Gop; but it 
there is no other way for us to become a glorious church, not 
having ſpot, or wrinkle, or any ſuch thing, holy, and with- 
out blemiſh, but by being ſaved from the nature and be- 
« ing” of fin, in our own individual faculties, which is the 
way M. de F. intimates the church is holy, and without ble- 
miſh, in a note at the bottom of page 6. where ſhe ne- 
vertheleſs aſſerts that ſalvation from the nature and being 
of fin, will never be experienced in this world:” If then, 
there is no other way, for the church to be holy, and with» 
out blemiſh, before the Lok, than by bcing ſaved from 
the nature and being of ſin, and that is never experienced in 
this world, the church in this world is not holy, and with- 
out blemiſh before him; and if it is not holy and without 
blemiſh before him, it muſt be unhely and filthy before him, 
ſo not ſaved from guilt and condemnation before him; for he 
is of purer eyes than to behold iniquity (uncondemned)---He 
will * no means clear the guy. Exod, xxxiv. 7. Heb. i. 13. 
The church cannot be free from guilt and condemnation, 
ir:-provable before Gop, except ſhe is every whit clean be- 
fore him. And if the church is judged not yet holy, Cak1sT 
is in effect made the miniſter of fin. Gal. ii. 17. Upon 
the idea of there being fin yet in the church is popery with 
all its ſuperſtitions founded, beads, vows, faſts, penance, 
cclibacy, pilgrimages, conteſlion, maſſes, &c. &c. But the 
doctrine of free juſtification, and total remiſſion of fins, by 
the 
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the death and obedience of Iꝝxsus directly oppoſing ry, 
afſerts, there is no fin in the church; if there 17 oX in 
her, ſhe is not the holy catholic church,” as the eſtabliſh- 
ment of the nation in its creed confeſſes, and M. de: F. 
perhaps ſometimes repeats. CHR1sT's giving himſelf for the 
church is held Paul, as her ſanctification and cleanfing, 
and that whereby ſhe is holy, and without blemiſh before him, 
and not her ſalvation from the nature and being of fm, in her 
own individual faculties. Eph. v.'25, 26, 27. Heb. xiti. 
12. What is alſo very odd, M. de F. in her five views 
of ſalvation, page 6. faith, its a ſalvation from the love and 
power of fin, holding forth that this part of it is now to be felt, 
yet in her note at the bottom of page 6. ſhe confeſſes falva- 
tion from the nature and being of ſin will never be experien- 
*« cedin this world.” I aſk what dĩſtinction can be made be- 
tween the nature and being of fin, and its love and ? 
Had fin ever any nature or being in man, any otherwiſe than 
as an evil quality and diſpoſition? If its love and power is 
deſtroyed in the faculties of man, is it not deſtroyed thereby 
in its nature and being alſo? Can any nature and being of 
fin in the faculties of man, be abſtracted from its love and 
power? If a man is ſaved from the love and power of any 
appetite or tendency, is he not thereby ſaved from its nature 
and being alſo? for if there is any ſenſation of any Juſt or 
appetite, it muſt be a ſenſation of its power and force, or 
of love and inelining to gratify it. How inconſiſtent would 
it be to hear a perſon protefſing I am faved from the love 
and power of an appetite or luſt, yet I feel the force 
and excitements of its nature and being, ready to overcome 
me often. Who would receive ſuch a profeſſion as this, as 
made in verity? for that which is deſtroyed in its power 
can have no force nor excitement, nor need any one fear 
that — his mind, which he hates, or has no love 
to. But ſuch a profeſſion as the above, with its nice diſtine- 
tion, paſſes for refined Orthodoxy among the religious 
experienced people; when, if ſtrictly examined by verity, and 
common ſenſe, it will appear to be nothing but a ** deluſion 
„and fancy; which M. de F. eſteems every thing 
not coming up to her five views of ſalvation, page 6. But 
if I am not greatly miſtaken, ſhe has deluded herſelf, and 
tancifully affirmed more than ſhe, her employer or employ- 
ers, friends or admirers, can atteſt as truth from experience, 

without 
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without doubting themſelves of what they ſay, viz. ſalvation 
from the love and power of fin, in her ſenſe. If ſo her af- 
firmations will ſtand for nothing, but to teſtify that there 
are ſome of the ſame ſpirit ſtill, with thoſe JES vs ſpeaks of, 
as loading men with heavy burdens, and grievous to be 
borne, but will not touch one of them themſelves, with the 
leaſt of their fingers. . 

In 10, 11. M. de F. ſtorms with an air of the 
greateſt importance, as if ſhe would fain make us believe 
the was about fulfilling the whole title- page of her book, 
unmaſking and refuting Antinomianiſm, which ſhe ought 
to have endeavoured after, by bearing the torch of what ſhe 
eſteems truth; at the approach of which the darkneſs of 
error would naturally vaniſh, which would have been 
much better than uſing Hazael's wet cloth, 2 Kings viii. 15. 
Slander, charging with hypocriſy ; ſaying ! under the h 1— 
« tical pretence of receiving and exalting the Loxp =: 
« CHRIST as à Prieſt, he renounces him as a King 
Why ſhould the poor . ſelf-deceived Antinomian” be charg- 
ed with knowing and wilful errour---which he muſt be 
guilty of, if his ion is an ** hypocritical * 

n plain terms, is a hypocrite, yet I cannot rightly 
make out how he is * * 3 creature, and 
an hypocrite. What M. de F. means the ki 
office of CHRIs r, ſhe may tell ke 4 
the part of a fynod. She charges the Antinomians with 
renouncing CHR1sT as King; but James » whom ſhe 


names as an — 47 — «or or re- 
—— 72 as 9 _ is writi - = views 

ESUS as King, and the nature is kingdom 
A ; found to differ ws widely from hl. dr F. 
as her's may be found to do from the and apoſtles. 


M. de F. ſhould not have the Anti with 
renouncing CHRIST as 24 their views of him 


in that character differ from her's, but that they renounce 
her views of his kingſhip, which would have been nothing 
but the truth, for that they do, or at leaſt I do, (and from 
certain circumſtances I conclude ſhe judges me an Antino- 
mian) becauſe I apprehend. they are contrary to ſcripture, 
and common ſenſe. X . 

She charges the (eſteemed) Antinomian in the ſame breath, 
page 11, 12. with rejecting and denying the nobleſt and 
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grade part of CazsT's ſalvation. Her 
have been that he rejects and deni 


ſalvation to be permanent truth; aſſerti not experienced 
by her, nor by any of her abettors, except in wiſh and 
deſire; and that he eſteems ſuch views inconſiſtent, as I 
think I have already proved her's, and ſhall prove them as I 


charge, by right 
R. of 


In page 12. M. de F. talks of making a © more particu- 
lar and free enquiry, into the nature of ** Antinomianiſm, 
« of examining its arguments, and expoſing its conſe- 
« quences, by bringing it to the great touchſtone of truth, 
the word of Gop.” She ſhould have ſaid---to impute to 
it a nature, and charge upon it conſequences, according to 
my ſentiments of it, bring it for examination to my five 
views of ſalvation, fairly deduced (as I believe) from the 
ſcriptures. While ſhe is engaged in this honourable cauſe,” 
ſhe appears, page 12. to expect the Holy Spirit of grace 
« and truth” to“ guide her pen,” that ſhe may be able 
« to demonſtrate the fallacy, and danger of this error,” 
(Antinomianiſm) and to prove that thoſe who love the 
_ * Lorp Jesvs CHRIST in fincerity and truth, have not 
4 ſo learned him as theſe tenets teach.” Does M. de F. think 
EY Ir truth needs * in addition to the 
already ſ prophecy and viſion, law, and teſtimony 
among his diſciples? or does ſhe expect extraordinary inſpi- 
ration to write? If her pen is guided by the Holy Spirit of 
truth, her writings muſt be as infallible as the Bible itſelf ; | 
and her inſpiration and movement no way inferior in that 
particular, . . If M.deF.'s 
employer or employers thought thus of we need wonder 
no more at her being put in the front of the battle, againſt 
what the popular religion deems Antinomianiſm.---In- 
ſtead of ſaying---** thoſe who love the Lon Ixsus 
« CHRIST in fincerity and truth have not ſo learned him, 
« Kc. M. de F. ſhould have ſaid, ** thoſe who are in love 
7 * five views - ſalvation are no AGO * 

. proceeds, ſaying, la. tinomian 
« believes, or rather thinks fol ths faith, properly ſpeaking, 
« doth not amount to believing.” Strange! whoever heard 
before that any heretic's faith did not amount to believing ? 
Is not a 's faith his belief, whether truth or error ? 
But M. de F. ſeems apprizcd of her ambiguity in this, by her 


connect- 
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connecting another ſentence hereto, by way of an expletive; 
that is, It is not the taith of the operation of Gop ;” that 
is, as M. de F. believes. The faith of the operation of 
Gop, mentioned Col. ii. 12. which appears to be alluded 
to by M. de F. reſpects the operation which Gop wrought 
on CHRIST when he raiſed him from the dead; Eph. i. 20. 
that operation, exhibited in the goſpel revelation as the 
matter of faith, which wants no proof, but a proper at- 
tention to the connection of the apoſtle where he uſes the 
phraſe, ** I will therefore ſay he thinks, &c.” If M. de F. 
thould ever write upon this ſubject again, I would have her 
tell us the difference in particular, between thinking a 
thing, and believing it, as ſhe ſeems to make ſuch a mate- 
nal diſtinction. | 

Bottom of page the 12. and page the 13. We have unmaſked, 
as M. de F. believes, or, to uſe her own inſtituted word, 
thinks, that which ſhe eſteems the Antinomian thinki 
creed, if it is lawful to call it creed. But does M. de F. 
know that by . thinks,“ inſtead of “ believes,” 
from the general hint the has given us of the difference, ſhe 
has not made the Antinomians ſo vile as ſhe may have imagin- 
ed? for, according to her, it muſt be a greater crime to believe 
a lie, than to think a lie, which I conclude ſhe eſteems the Anti- 
nomians thinking creed to be. This thinking creed I ſhall not 
tranſcribe, as I with all that read m to read M. de 
F. 's alſo, to which I preſume ſhe can have no more objection 
than I have for mine to be read by all that read her's, as 
this would be loſs to neither, but a gain to both. Neither 
ſhall I here notice particularly, by way of anſwer, the ſaid 
thinking creed, as it is not yet refuted in M. de F.'s view 
of things I ſuppoſe. But where ſhe would eſtabliſh the 
reverſe to what I believe or think, I ſhall attack her 
eſtabliſhment, ſo far as it concerns my preaching, for pub- 
lication beſide this I have none, as yet. 

On page the 14. M. de F. after a great againſt the 
Antinomian, and charging him with making CRRIistr the 
miniſter of ſin, and after having mentioned James Relly, 
in page the 13. ſhe has the face to ſay, or, to be ſofter, 
ſhe has ſo far forgot herſelf as to ſay, I have no deſign to 
« be perſonal in this treatiſe, &c.” I aſk was James Relly 
a „a man, or a doctrine? © But whoever receives or 
«« preaches theſe doctrines in whole, or in part, is, fo far 

«c as 
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« as he receives them, an Antinomian ; and ſo far as he 
« preaches them, he preaches Antinomianiſm.” If M. de F. 
could prove her pen was guided here by the Holy Spirit of 
truth, as ſhe ſeemed to expect, page 12, her bare aſſertion 
would have more weight in it than the laborious decifion 
of a . council, ſynod, or general aſſembly. She 
proceeds, It now becomes my buſineſs to bring the An- 
* tinomian's faith, or more properly his thoughts”---(well 
thought of !)---** to the touchſtone of the ſcriptures.” 
Page 15. To begin then firſt with his faith,” or rather his 
hts, ſays M. de F. I have faid that it is not the faith 
« of the operation of Gop, and I prove it thus.” Now 
for the proof, then. The faith of the operation of Gop, 
is called the faith of Gop's cle.” Titus i. 1. The paſ- 
referred to in Titus, runs thus.---Paul an apoſtle of 
Jesvs CnrrsrT, according to the faith of Gop's ele, and 
acknowledging the truth which 1s after godlineſs. Tf this 
paſſage is to be underſtood in its ſimple phraſeology, it im- 
plies that the ele are in poſſeſſion of the true faith, the faith 
that Paul once deſtroyed, but at this time preached ; which 
was Jesus CHR1sST, and him crucified. By being in poſ- 
ſeſſion of this faith, I mean the heart and conſcience, ac- 
knowledging the truth, and repoſing in it as that which is 
according to godlineſs; and the godlineſs I take to be that, 
of which Paul fays, ** great is the myſtery of godlineſs ; Gon 
Sa age, fleſh.” why 1 — _ All that I oe make 
this „brought by M. to prove the Antino- 
mian's Faith is not of the operation of Gop, is, that Paul 
declared himſelf an apoſtle of that faith, creed, or truth, 
that was delivered to the people of Iſracl, as Gop's choſen 
ar ele, as thoſe to whom ined the promiſes, and of 
whom, as concerning the , CHRIST came. Rom. ix. 4, 
And beſide that which was delivered to them, Paul 
aid nothing, witneſſing no other things than Moſes and the 
ets did fay ſhould come. Acts xxvi. 22. So he was 
an apoſtle of the faith of Gop's elect. Or if it is rather 
thought and gathered, that by the elect he meant not Iſrael 
of the ſeed of Abraham, but thoſe that are of the faith of 
Abraham, (to which I have no objection) then no more can 
be underſtood by it, than that he declared himſelf an ”m 
of the faith, common to all the churches founded or gathered 
by the apoſtles ; which — or congregations, he deno- 
minates 
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minates elect, as in the ane faith, common to them all, ſo 
may be underſtood parallel with verſe 4. To Titus my owr 
fon after the common faith. But I gather from what fol- 
lows, viz. But the faith of the Antinomian takes in all 
the world, and confequently has nothing to do with the 
« elect of Gop,“ that M. de F.'s drift is, to eſtabliſh the 
ſentiment, that Gop has ſelected a certain number of per- 
ſons individually, by a ſovereign decree, out of Adam's race, 
ordained them only to eternal happineſs ; gave them only in- 
tereſt in his CHRIST, and that by a fixed purpoſe; for 
whom alone Ixsus was ſurety, obeyed, and died, &e. The 
concluſion ot which muſt be, that none but thoſe perſons can 
poſſibly be ſaved. But ſuch a ſentiment as this is no where 
conveyed in the Old or New Teſtament. The apoſtle Paul 
ſpeaks of being choſen in CHRIST, Eph. i. 4, and of being 
iven grace in him, before the foundation of the world, 2 
Tim. i. 9. But in neither of theſe two paſſages is any ane 
of the human race excluded, for they both ſpeak of Gop's 
eternal plan of mercy in CHrisT JEsvs, where he was 
eyed as head, and reſtorer of Adam's race; and the race 
ſaved and juſtifed from fin in him. And when this eternal 
plan of mercy, including all, was formally exceuted, it was 
declared, as done for all, 1 Tim. ii. 6. 1 John i. 2. 
Where the word clect diſtinguiſhes thoſe ſo nominated from 
the reſt of mankind, it is applied to them as viſibly differing 
from the reſt of mankind, in acknowledging the truth, ir 
having the word of the truth of the goſpel. abiding in them, 
in being in, and walking er the Spirit, and not in, and 
after the fleſh. Hence the ſtrangers to whom Peter wrote 
were called ele. Whether the etymology of the word 
elect, as from the original, is found to be chotn or approved, 
it will no way make againſt me in this idea, ſince J under- 
ſtand the word ele as a diſtinguiſhing epithet given to thoſe 
of mankmd, who are in heart and conſcience in that ſtate in 
CHrisrT, in which the Godhead, as one with him, cternally 
eyed them with the reſt of their fellow creatures ; which ſtate 
was formerly conſtituted and eſtabliſhed, when Gop was in 


CHRIST RY the world unto himſelf, and cleanſing 


man from all pollution; upon which he commanded he 
mould be called no longer common, Adds x. 15, but have 
the word of his cleanſing and reconciliation preached to him. 
Mark xvi. 15. By the © faith of Gop's cle,” M. < 
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F. underſtands © a divine, living, and active principle 
«© wrought in the heart by the Holy Spirit.” But if this faith 
is '** wrought in the heart,” by an act of divine power, put 
forth by the Spirit of Gop, upon a certain number only, the 
Antinomian ſhould not be blamed, and reflected upon for 
not having it; becauſe he does not happen to be one of that 
Number: Gop himſelf cannot blame him for that. If by 
« the faith of the Antinomian takes in all the world,” M. 
de F. means, that the Antinomian believes, or thinks, as 
ſhe would have it, that IE SUS died for al the world, and 
took away the fin of the world, &e. this Antinomianitm the 
Bible has helped him to, ſo he ſhould not be blamed for 
believing it, — he believes the Bible the true word of 
Gop : But the Antmomian, as ſhe eſteems him, does not de- 
ny, according to her charge, page 15. that there is any 
« elect of Gop at all,” or at leaſt I don't; and I conclude, 
fromerhat i have heard, and by M. de F.'s advertiſing her book 
to be fold in the country no where but at Reading and Wal- 
lingford, that ſhe eſteems me an Antinomian ; f ſay, I do 
not deny, that Jesvs is called the elect, nor do I deny, but 
have already confeſſed, that thoſe ſtanding in him, as per- 
taining to the conſcience, are denominated the elect, and be- 
lieve them to be, as to conſciouſneſs, what Gop calls them, 
and what Gop cyes mankind in the finiſhed work of IESus, 
that have not this good hope towards him. As to faith's 
being a “ divine, living and active principle,” I have to ob- 
ſerve, a principle or diſpoſition (which I underſtand to be 
one thing) has no ſeparate exiſtence from the faculties in 
which it is; it is no ſubſtance that can exiſt by itfelf. When 
faith is ſaid in the ſcriptures to be © the ſubttance of thi 
« hoped for, &c. which is on the ſame page quoted by M. de 
F. Heb. xi. 1. it does not reſpect our believing or being 
confident, but the matter, and 2bjeft believed on, or reccived 
as a truth, which is evident from its being added, verſe 3. 
« "Through faith we underſtand that the worlds were framed 
by the word of Gon.” Now we can never be ſaid to un- 
deritand a thing by our perſuaſion and belief of it, but al- 
ways are perſuaded of, and believe that, which we underſtand 
by proper. information or inſtruction, which information 
or inſtruction. is, in the verſe, juſt cited, called 
faith. But faith, as it s our belicving, or being 
rſuaded, or made confident, intends the faculties being 
in ſuch a belief, perſuaſion, and confidence ; and is to the 
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mind ſimilar to what motion, form, or poſture is to the 
body, and has no more ſeparate exiſtence from the mind, 
than motion, form, or ure has, abſtracted from the 
body. This belief, 24 or confidence, I cannot 
think to be wrought in the heart impulſively, or by a divine 
powerful impreſſion, without any information being conveyed 

by the ſenſes to the underſtanding, (however able Gop ma 
be to do ſuch a thing as to his Almightineſs) becauſe this 
would contradict faith's coming by hearing, and hearing by 
the word of Gop : Rom. x. 17. For it there is ſuch a 
thing as a habit of faith wrought in an ahſtracted point of 
view, by way of implantation, it conveys the idea of a ſub- 
ſtance communicated, more than of a diſpoſition or tendency 
duced. And if it is a ſubſtance communicated, it is no 
enſation or frame imprefied upon, or produced in ſoul or 
body, but an addition made to them, which does not well 
comport with, For with the heart man believeth unto right- 
* eouſneſs, and with the mouth confeſſion is made unto ſalva- 
„ tion.” Rom. x. 10. Again, if it is a ſubſtance, it is either 
a created or an uncreated ſubſtance; if it is created, it is a 
creature in itſelf, and incorporates not with our ſubſtance, 
except two creatures become one, and to ſuppoſe it a crea- 
ture put into man for his actuation, is as abſurd to reaſon 
and common ſenſe, as it is oppoſite to the ſcripture account 
of faith ; as it reſpects believing, being confident, or per- 
ſuaded. If it is uncreated, it is Gop, and therefore cannot 
be ſaid to be © wrought ;” but to affirm it to be God, as it 
is a quality, produced in, or impreiſed upon man, or any 
other way conſidered as a quality in man, would be ſuch a 
glaring inconſiſtency, as to need no argument to refute it, as 
it would be making the object believed on the agent be- 
lieving on. If it is owned to be 3 it will appear to 
be no more than belief, perſuaſion, or confidence in the 
faculties of man's mind; or the faculties being ſo diſpoſed, 
by proof appearing to them inconteſtible. But a perſon can- 
not believe, or have any faith in that which he has not 
heard, any more than he can underſtand that which is not 
revealed. Hence is the obſervation, ©* How ſhall they believe 
* on him of whom they have not heard?” Rom. x. 14. So 
that a habit or principle of faith, not yet in exerciſe, that may 
be implanted, and 4 t lie dormant for years, yea in infancy, 
and never appear till the perſon is in manhood (which are 
| | v5 prevalent 
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t lar ideas, don't ch M. de F. 
with theſe) ;/ I ſay ſuch a habit or principle of faith, is an 
—_ nothing, unintelligible and inexplicable in itſelf: but 
perhaps it may be eſteemed a myſtery,* or rather as a thing 
not to be underſtood, like as many other things in religion 
are in this day eſteemed. Faith, as it reſpects believing in 
Jesvs, I am willing moſt heartily to confeſs is Gop's produc- 
tion in the heart, as it is that exerciſe or action of the heart 
which cometh by hearing the word of Gop, which is the 
only revelation adminiſtring to the ſinner hope towards God, 
— a know of acceptance with him. 

And as to faith's being a * divine, living, and active 
« principle.” If is meant a diſpoſition of ſoul, pro- 
duced by the divine inſtruction, and proof adminiſtered and 
given by the 7.4 irit in the word of the truth of the 
Goſpel, = of recon — 3 — — 
admitted to called, in ity, by a peech, 
divine, living, and active, 7 it 2. the life, for its 
object, and as I believe regular voluntary motion always 
implies rational life and intelligence, and as I think that to 

of motionleſs motion, dead life, inactive activity, 
would be worthy of the imputation of groſs abſurdity, ſo I 
believe or think (to pleaſe M. de F.) that to talk of faith 
lying dormant, inactive, or dead in the ſoul, not in exer- 
ciſe, &e. is chargeable with the ſame groſsneſs of abſurdity. 
For I believe, or think, faith, as it reſpects our believing in 
Jesvs, to bet our FR, and unfei credit of, 
and our ſure truſt, con „and repoſe in Jesvs, as out 
life and falvation; and I furthermore think that we thus 
believe (thoſe of us that do) and truſt in Jesvs, by his im- 
preſſion, as the ous object exhibited and revealed to our 
view, in the of SAv1our in the Scriptures. 
And I think alſo, _ this —— — — and 
repoſe, wherever it is, is a on's living upon Jesus 
as his all in all for falvation: and, that wherever this is 


- * The word myſtery in Scripture, does not intend 2 matter abſo- 
Jutely unintelligible, dut the ſenſe and meaning of an allegory, or figure, 
toncedled thereir ; and whenever uſed in the New Teftament, it is ap- 
plied i that which was once hid in an allegory, or figure, but then 
made known 

- + This deſcription of faith is not given with a view that perſons ſhould 
hereby enamine and try the aature of their believing according to the 
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not, there can be no proper goſpel faith in I Ess. This 
faith admits of no idleneſs nor inactivity, for its nature, 
being, and eſſence, as a diſpoſition (if it be not unlawful 
to attribute nature, being and effence to à diſpoſition), is 
activity, ſo far as activity may be aſcribed to perſuaſion and 
confidence : an aetrvity of conſciouſneſs,” as ſeeing, hearing, 
taſting, ſmelling, and feeling, may perhaps be allowed to be 
called. So that a dead faith, a faith not in exerciſe, is a non- 
entity; what 1 can have no more idea of as in exiſtence, than 
of a man's hearing when he is quite deaf; or ſeeing when alto- 
gether blind.“ So that where faith is not in exerciſe, as 
the phraſe is, I boldly aver there is no faith, and am ready 
to prove it to all the world by Scripture and reaſon, ſhould 
J — it — % Y 
ut to attend to M. de F. 18. lt is v — 
« erful, and works ated). MM F de F. is = — 
ſpeaking of miraculous faith, I preſume, but of that which 
Divines have denominated “ faving faith. —“ It is the 
«« ſubſtance of things hoped for, the evidence of things not 
« ſeen.” Heb. xi. 1. This paſſage docs not reſpect our 
believing at all, but the thing believed, which is here called 
faith, as it is in very many other parts of the Scriptures. 
But having noticed this paſſage already, I ſhall proceed, after 
M. de F. It purifies the heart.” Acts xv. 9. Herein 
conſiſts, I ſuppoſe, its powerfulneſs, and working of wonders. 
The paſſage laſt cited runs thus, and put no difference be- 
tween us and them, purifving their hearts by faith, parallel 
with Rom. iii. 30. Secing it is one Gop who ſhall juſtify 
the circumciſion by faith, and uncireumciſion by faith.” 
For the paſſage in Acts, reſpects the Gentile being equally 
favoured with the Jew, and is brought in by way of op- 
ſing that ſect of the Phariſecs who profeſſed believing in 
— (verſe 5) yet ſought to bring into the church cir- 
cumeiſion and the law; and if the paſſage means any thing 
in its connection, it muſt be this, viz. that circumciſion 
was of no avail for purification before Gop, which Gop 
declared, by his openly embracing the uncireumcifed Gen- 
tile, as he did the circumciſed. Jew, without any manner of 


® The obſervation juſt made, is not meant by me to convey any idea 
of a natural or mora! inability in man's powers to believe that which 1s 
ſuited to his capacity, or | made plain to his underſtanding in its ſtate» 


ment or revelation, ü 
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difference, or diſtinction, for the Jew is ſaved by grace, 

ually with the uncircumciſed Gentile---(verſe 11). So when 
Gov ſent the goſpel to the Gentiles, he put no difterence 
between them and the Jews, puritying their hearts, not by 
circumciſian and the law, but by faith: Faith here alſo in- 
tends not our believing, but the thing believed an; for the 
faith which purified the hearts of the Gentiles, was the farth 
that the apoſtles preached, Gal. i. 23 which was CHRIST 
« crucified,” 1 Cor. i. 23.--- The word which Gop ſent unto 
the children of Iſrael, preaching peace by JESUS CHRIST. 
Acts x. 36.“ The word of reconciliation.” 2 Cor. v. 19. 
« The word of faith.” Rom. x. 8. 

Now the word of reconciliation, is our cleanſing and puri- 
fication from fin and guilt, held forth and Ae where ve 
are aſſured that the blood of JESUS cleanſes from all fin. 1 
you i, 7. that he put away fin by the ſacrifice of himfelf. 

eb. ix. 26. That he ſanctified the people by his own 
blood when he ſuffered without the gate of Jeruſalem. Heb. 
Xiit. 12. That he purged our fins by himſelf. Heb. i. 3. 
That he is our purification from fin by his better ſaeri- 
fice, Heb. ix. 22, 23z--+28. So that the goſpel is nothing 
leſs than an exhibition, or publication of hat, whereby. we 
are clean, and pure from all ſpot of fin before Gop.---And 
that whereby we are thus clean and pure from all ſpot of fin 
before Go, is the redemption which is in CHRIST JESUs. 
Rom. iii. 24. Whereby Gop reconciled us unto himſelf, 
and made us righteous and holy in his fight. 2 Cor. v. 18, 
19,---21. And this thing declared in the goſpel ; this faith 
which Paul preached, is that which ſprinkles the heart from 
an evil conſcience, Heb. x. 19,---22, and not our a of ' 
believing, nor any other . inwrought principle, nor 
any diſpaſition the faculties of the mind my at-any time be 
really in, in the enjoyment of the truth ; for to ſuppoſe our 
act of believing purifies our hearts, is to aſcribe to a diſpo- 
fion in us, what the ſeriptures invariably attribute to JESUS 
himſelf, as exhibited in the goſpel. He, in his finiſhed 
work, is our purification before Gop; and, as ſuch, is our 
purification as pertaining to the heart and conſcience. The 
anſwer of a good conſcience 1 Pet. iii. 21, towards Gop, 
when known. So it is not our belzeving eleanſes our con- 
ſciences from fin and guilt Godward, but that believed on, 
the matter and abiect of faith. This purifying of the heart 
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from ſin, reſpects no freedom any may ſuppoſe themſelves 
flefled of, in their own individual perſons and faculties, 
trom the ſenſation of the force and power of irregularity and 
fallenneſs, either wholly or partially, mentally or actually. 
According to M. de F. no man in this world is purified in 
his own individual perfon from the nature and being of 
«* fin,” or the ſenſation and tendency of fallen nature; is, 
feripture fully confirms, and datly experience proves. The 
greateſt advocates for inherent perſonal holineſs, know, after 
all their rigid purſuit of it, their own feelings forbid them aſ- 
ſerting they are pure. Even thoſe that would call their at- 
tainments, when come to a certain pitch, Chriſtian perfec- 
tion,“ own that they are not without temptation ; and 
James faith, Every man is tempted when drawn 7 his 
own luſt, and enticed ; ſo that upon no ground can it aid, 
that any man is purificd, in his own individual perſon and 
faculties, from the ſenſation and tendency of fallen nature. 
Jo fay, though he is not eftly, he is in part, is to give 
the point of — : gre which ak way ——— 
is not purified ; for purifying the heart from fin, can intend 
no leſs than a removing all fin from the heart, and this is 
only done by the blood of Jzsvs ; and abiding in this, there 
is to the heart no more conſcience of fin before Gop,---ac- 
cording as it is written, Where remiſſion of theſe is, there 
is no more offering for fin, Heb. x. 18. And — rged 
from fin by the one offering of CHRIs T, (when this — 2 
as held forth in the goſpel,) there is no more conſcience of 
fin. Heb. x. 2. It overcomes the world,” 1 John v. 4. 
This is the victory that overcometh the world, your faith. 
Fesus ſaid to his diſciples, In the world ye ſhall have tribu- 
lation, but be of cheer, I have overcome the world. 
xvi. 33. Jesvs's victory and conqueſt of the world, 
1s ours ; hence he exhorted his diſciples to be of good cheer, 
upon the ground of his conqueſt of the world; hence is alſo 
that aſſertion of IESsUs's, Now is the judgment of this 
world: now ſhall the prince of this world be caſt out. John 
xii. 31. Je$Us's conqueſt of the world, fin, andthe devil, ex- 
hibited in the goſpel, is our faith in matter and object. 
Therefore it is aſked, 1 John v. 5. Who is he that over- 
cometh the world, but he that believeth that Jesvs is the 
$on of Gop ? which can intend no ſeparate, or diſtin& vic- 
tory from the victory of Jesvs, but the poſſeſſion, and en- 
Joyment 
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joyment of his in heart and conſcience, believing in his name, 
As to the overcoming the world in our own individual facul- 
ties perſonally, ſo much talked of in the popular religious 
world, it has no exiſtence as yet upon carth, but in ſpecu- 
lation and contemplation. If any at any time ſo far for- 
get themſelves as to conclude they have attained to it, their 
eelings, if not their conduct, ſoon reprove them of miſtake, 
and undeceive them in their high, il. eunded notions of vic- 
tory in their own perſons. 

It worketh by love, Gal. v. 6. The paſſage runs thus. 
For in Jesus ChRisr, neither circumciſion availech any 
thing, nor uncireumciſion, but faith which worketh by love. 
Here the apoſtle is ſpeaking to the Galatians, againſt the 
Judaifing doctrine, conſiſting in, except ye be circumciſed, 
and keep the law of Moſes, ye cannot be ſaved: And the 
apoſtle, in this paſſage, aſſerts that neither circumciſion, nor 
uncircumciſion, is any thing available to ſalvation : but that 
faith whieh worketh by love, is only and alone, available 
thereto. This, I think, muſt appear to be the plain, natural 
ſenſe of the paſſage, to every unprejudiced reader; parallel 
with, we conclude a man is juſtified by faith without the 
deeds of the law. This being the ſenſe of the text cited by 
M. de F. it muſt follow, cither that our believing avails to 
our ſalvation, or that the faith that worketh by love intends 
not our believing, but the thing revealed, to be believed in ; 
which is in itſelf Gop's operation, and work of love and 
mercy, in CaRr1sT JEsvs, parallel with---** Gon fo loved 
the world that he gave his only begotten Son, &c.” John 
iii. 16. Gop was in CHRIST reconciling the world to 
** himſelf, &c.” 2 Cor, v. 19. and being juſtified freely 
by his grace, through the redemption that is in CHRIST 
Jzsus. Rom. iii. 24. To affirm our believing any way 
acceſſary to our ſalvation before Gop, is to deny ſalvation 
by Jesus alone. If it be ſaid, that our believing availeth to 
the enjzyment_ of ſalvation, it is granted; but it is not the 
enjoyment of it, is here particularly ſpoken of, but the thing it- 
elf: the contraſt is not drawn between circumciſian, and 
faith that worketh by love, as the one is available, and the ther 
inavailable to enjoyment, but to juſtification ; which is evident 
from the connection of the rail; e. So that faith that work. 
eth by Izve, can be no other, the matter and object of 
faith, which is Gop's operation of laue, delight, and com, 
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placency, which he wrought in CHRIST, when he raiſed 
him from the dead, and ſhewed him openly. Eph. i. 20. 
Acts x. 40. And if thoſe that believe in Jtsvs love one 
another, which they ought to do, and if that love has a pro- 
per evangelieal effect, it is an effect excited by the matter 
and object of faith, viz. Jsus, in his finiſhed work, 
exhibited in the ſcriptures: and not by the diſpoſition of 
believing. 

It ſanctifies the heirs of glory,” Acts xxvi. 18. Sanc- 
tified by faith that is in me. Paul is here rehearſing before 
Agrippa, the commiſſion he received from the Lorp to the 
Gentiles, to open their blind eyes, and to“ turn them from 
« darkneſs to light, and from the power of ſatan unto Gop, 
that they might receive forgiveneſs of ſins, and inheritance 
among them that are ſanctified by faith that is in me,“ 
(faith the Lord). If in this paſſage, faith (in M. de F.'s 
view of it here) is looked upon more immediately connected 
with ſandtiſed, then it cannot poſſibly, conſiſtent with the 

lan of ſalvation revealed in the ſcriptures, convey M. de 
F. idea of it. For if our believing ſanctifies us, it joſtles 
Jesvs out of his being our ſanctification, which the ſerip- 
tures particularly declare him to be. 1 Cor. i. 30. IEsus 
alſo, that he might ſanctify the people by his own blood, ſuf- 
fered without the gate. Heb. xiii. 12. For their ſakes I 
ſanctify myſelf. John xvii. 19. But and if faith is thought 
to be more immediately connected with turn them, intimat- 
ing that the Gentiles were to be turned from darkneſs to 
light, by faith, no man is turned from darkneſs to light by 
faith, but as faith reſpects the goſpel theme, the matter and 
object of faith, JesUus CHRIST, and him crucified: for the 
enlightening and infirufion of the mind is not an effect of 
believing, but believing is an effect and conſequence. of the 
enlightening and inſtructian. The ſanctity and holineſs 
ſuppoſed to be wrought in man, which the ſcriptures, 
wreſted from their natural ſenſe and connection, are brought 
to prove, has no exiſtence upon earth in mens individual 
perſons and faculties Godward ; nor never will have in 
heaven above, in the ſenſe it is generally ſpoken of. That it 
has none upon earth, is evident from daily experience, and the 
confeſſions and complaints of the religious world, (incon- 
ſiſtently) profeſſing its exiſtence. It is a warrior,” 1 Tim. 
vi. 12. © and has won more noble and triumphant victories, 
than 
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« than ever Cæſar, Hannibal, or Alexander did.” The paſ 
ſage cited is, fight the good fight of faith, lay hold on cter- 
nal life. In which Paul exhorts Timothy, as I underſtand 
it, to be engaged, and taken up in the cauſe of the faith, 

rallel with,---contending earneſtly for it. Jude v. 3. 
o that by none of thoſe ſcriptures brought by M. de F. to 
prove faith, as it reſpects our believing, © very powerful,” 
and that which “ works wonders, has ſhe pl proved it, 
which I think muſt appear to every perſon that impartially 
examines the paſſages, in their proper reſpective connections. 
By faith, as it reſpects our believing, we wear no crown, 
take no honour, fight no battle, &c. but only live upon, and 
in the finiſhed work of Jesus for us, where our warfare is 
accompliſhed, and iniquity pardoned. Iſa. xlii. 2. By be- 
licving in his name, we gather and reckon with him, and 
live, as pertaining to the conſcience, in his victories as our 
own, —— ourſelves dead indeed unto fin, but alive 
unto Gop through Jzsus CHRIST our Lorp. Rom. vi. 
It. © But the Antinomian's faith, taking his own account 
aof it, bears the very reverſe of this glorious character.“ 
What, becauſe he — no god nor idol of his believing ? 
nor of any diſpoſition he may have, but faith continually, 
Fear Gop, and give glory to him? Rev. xiv. 7. M. de f . 
ſhould by right have given us the Antinomian's “ own ac- 
count“ of his faith. As to the“ glorious character” her's 
bears, it conſiſts in the miſapplication of ſcripture, as I think 
I have fully ſhewn. Moreover, it is eaſily concluded from 
facts, that no human creature ever anſwered M. de F.'s 
« glorwus charatter,” and what ſignifies ſuch a glorious cha- 
racter in contemplation only? * It is a dead, idle nothing, or 
« at moſt a vain fancy that floats in the brain, and does 
„ nothing.” This is M. de F.'s account of it. What 
expertneſs ſhe ſhews in the art of tranſition! How ſoon ſhe- 
paſſes from death and nothing, to life and ſomething ! while 
ſpeaking of the ſame thing. If the account given of the 

ntinomian faith is true, it is like M. de F.'s, for I have 
proved her's only to exiſt in contemplation in-its ©* glorious 
*« character. But this charge I account fully anſwered 
already, where I have aſſerted faith, as it. reſpects believing, 


to admit of no idleneſs nor inactivity, but that its nature, 
being, and effence, as a diſpofition, confiſts in activity. 
M. de F. proceeds, And indeed as there is no work of 
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« fanctification to be wrought in the ſoul, no ſpiritual ene- 
mies to conquer, no doubts and fears to be ſtruggled with 
and removed, there is in reality nothing for it to do,” &c. 
Hold! hold! M. de F. ſure you have forgot yourfelf. Do 
not the ſcriptures look your inwrought principle of law-doing 
faith hard in the face, and carry towards it as their known 
enemy, while their expreſs language is, To him that work- 
eth not, but believeth on him that juſtifieth the ungodly, his 
faith is counted unto him for righteouſneſs, Rom. iv. 5. 
The life that I live in the fleſh, I live by the faith of the 
Son of Gop, who loved me, and gave himſelf for me, 
Cal. ii. 20. Reckon yourſelves dead indeed unto fin, but 
alive unto Gop, through Jesvs ChRISsT our Lorp--- 
Tell her that her warfare is accompliſhed, that her ini- 
; awd is pardoned ? Ifa. xl. 2. It is well the Bible is above 
cenſure; were it not ſo its doctrines would run a riſk of 
being examined, and their conſequences expoſed, as An- 
*« tinomianiſm unmaſked.” The © work of ſanctification 
* wrought in the ſoul,” is not, except contemplatively, in 
the world. Witneſs Paul's confeſſion, The law is ſpiritual ; 
but I am carnal, fold under fin, Rom. vii. 14. M. de F.'s 
own feclings, and the daily complaints of inbred fin and 
corruption, abroad in the whole religious world, except thoſe 
arrived to finleſs perfection in the fleſh, and they are ſome- 
times © tempted by the devil,” which devil I can prove any 
day to be their own corruption of nature. But perhaps it 
may be replied, the feeling of fin a burden, and complaining 
of it, is a true fign of ſanQification. Then Judas's com- 
plaint, ---<* I have ſinned, in that I have betrayed innocent 
© blood; which moſt likely ſprang from feeling, would 
have been a true mark of ſan 1 him, had he not 
happened to have hanged himſelf after. But a perſon's ſeei 
Nimſelf bad, bcing a proof that he is good, 1s ſuch an — 
ſurdity, that if conſidered, it will not ſtand a moment in the 
light of common ſenſe. Nothing could have ever made it 
_ but implicit faith in the tradition of men eſteemed 
tints. As to © ſpiritual enemies to conquer,” which M. de F. 
fpeaks of, Who are they? What are they? Sin? Ixsus. put 
_ fin by the ſacrifice of himſelf. © Death and the devil, in 
Fall their deſtroying power, is deſtroyed and ſwallowed up 
©. in victory,“ Iſa. xxv. 8. Heb. ii. 14. Now e is 
extended to us like a river. And God ſays there ſhall be no 
hurting 
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hurting nor deſtroying in all his holy mountain, Ifa. xi. 9. 
It is doubtleſs conſiſtent in the religious world to maintain the 
doctrine of doubting as fundamental; for take away doubt- 
ing, and you take away above half their religion. And, ac- 
cording to M. de F.'s account, the abſence of doubts and 
fears would be likely to precipitate into the Antinomian 
dead, idle, nothing faith, ---as faith would be almoſt idle 
if it had no“ doubts and fears to ſtruggle with.” But 
doubts and fears,” and believing ; believing what is doubted of, 
and doubting what is believed, at the ſame time, by the ſame 
perſon, ſeems to be rather inconſiſtent with common ſenſe 
and reaſon. And it appears to me that it muſt be as great 
an act of implicit faiths or inconfideration and credulity, to 
receive it, as the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation. What a 
on doubts of as a truth, he does not at that juncture 
lieve to be ſo; he may wiſh it may be found to be a truth, 
and that his doubts concerning it may be ill founded. So when 
a perſon doubts of his being He, he does not at that time 
believe he is holy. Confidence and perſuaſion of his being ſo 
would immediately exclude all 42ubt of his being ſo, fo long 
as ſuch perſuaſion and confidence laſted. Doubts are ſome- 
times, a the religious, ſet down as good marks; I 
think myſelf it is a good mark to find a perſon doubting and 
fearing of his being holy, in the popular ſenſc, as it is a fign, 
he -has not altogether renounced his reaſon and feeling. 
When a perſon doubts of his being holy, I think he believes 
the truth---concerning himſelf, viz. that he is unholy. 
When a perſon doubts of his intereſt in the redemption of 
Cnxr1sT, he is not then in the perſuaſion and belief of it; 
if he were he could not doubt it. But as all confidence muſt 
have permanent proof, as its foundation and ſupport, I do 
not wonder at perſons believing particular redemption, or 
that CarisT only died for ſome, doubting of intereſt in 
that redemption, becauſe they have no ſound ground to ſtand 
upon, and affure themſelves of their particular intereſt 
therein, as they are not particularly ſpecified by name in the 
Bible, and their marks and figns they find by experience to 
be treacherous and fading. So upon their plan, or ſcheme 
of ſentiments, they cannot poſſibly believe, or be confident 
of, their intereſt in CHRIST, but muſt unavoidably doubt, 
at every impartial moment of reflection. If a ſupernatural 
witneſs, and application of the promiſes by the Holy Ghoſt 
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is pleaded, as ſufficient to riſe ſuperior to doubt in this par- 
ticular; if there is ſuch a thing in exiſtence, as it is 
generally ſpoken of, I aſk how then doth it not fave thoſe 
that profefs and ſuppoſe themſelves partakers of it, from 
doubt and fear? Is not Gon's work perfect? Is not his 
ſupernatural witneſs of intereſt ſufficient proof? What! ſhall 
the witneſs of Almighty Gop be inferior to that of man's, 
which is never doubted of when properly confirmed ? Doubt- 
ing only cxpires in that mind which attends to, and receives 
the record Gop has given of his Sox, and his infallible proof 
of ſalvation being finiſhed, extant in the Goſpel, wherein 
we are aſcertained that Gop hath given to us cternal life, 
in his Sox, 1 John v. 11. That by his righteouſneſs the free 
gift to the juſtification of life is come upon us, with the reſt 
of Adam's race, Rom. v. 18. in which we have as great a 
right to be glad and rejoice as any, ſince it is a common good, 
a tact done for all, and proclaimed to all. In this climate, 
and in this alone, du, is incapable of life. Avoiding it 
upon any other plan is impoſſ ble. It is as much connected 
with the popular current religion, as penance is with 
Popery 

But to attend to M. de F.“ He“ (the Antinomian) 
thinks that the — ag CHR1sT is the ſanctification 
of his people, in the ſame manner as he is their juſtifying 
«« righteouſneſs ; and that therefore they need no ſanctification 
in their own perſons.” (Bottom of page 15.) They have 
nothing in their own perſons, as a quality, or principle, that 
deſerves the name of ſanctification Godward, Witneſs Paul's 
confeſſion, © I am carnal, ſold under ſin.“ And till M. de 
F. can produce divine authority for underſtanding CHRIST 
to be made righteouſneſs one way, and ſanctification another, 
I ſhall eſteem it lawful to think him made both righteouſneſs 
and ſanctification in the ſame manner. 

Page 16.“ Every one who is made partaker of the Holy 
« Spirit of Gop, is led to ſee and feel, that in himſelf he is 
e altogether unrighteous, &c. To be © made partaker 
« of the Holy Spirit of Gop,” is, I apprehend, to be made 
poſſeſſor thereof ; but how can any poſſeſs the Holy Spirit, 
and be unrighteous*”” Darkneſs and light, God and the 
devil dwell not together. For me to aſſert myſelf “ partaker 
of the Holy Spirit,” in my own proper perſon, in M. de 
F.'s ſenſe, would, I apprehend, be to aſſert myſelf holy, in 
1 | my 
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my own proper perſon. If I confeſſed myſelf otherwiſe than 
holy, it would intimate that Gop dwelt in, and had com- 
munion with an unholy perſon, when it is declared of him 
that he is of purer eyes than to behold iniquity. W hat- 
ever touched the clean altar, under the law, was holy, 
Exod. xxix. 37. And is not that where Gop dwells every 
whit holy? Muſt not thercfore M. de F. declare that ſhe is, 
in her own proper perſon, every whit holy; or ceaſe to pro- 
feſs herſelf (in her fenſe) perſonally partaker of the Holy 
Spirit of Gop? But, according to ſcripture, to have the 
Spirit of Gob in us, the Spirit of CHRIST, and CHRIST 
himſelf in us---is one thing, Rom. viii. 9, 10. And where 
the Spirit of the Lox p is, there is liberty. Now the Lord 
is that Spirit, 2 Cor. iii. 17. Liberty from fin, for living in 
the ſecond Adam, the quickening Spirit, the Lorxp from 
Heaven, 1 Cor. xv. 45. 47. we have our hearts ſprinkled 
from an evil conſcience---a conſcience of fin, Heb. x. 22. 
according as it is written---He was manitetted to take aua 

our ſins---and in him is no fin---and he that abideth 


in him ſinneth not, John ili. 3» 6. For in him we are made 


free from fin, and have our fruit unto holineſs, and the end 
everlaſting lite, for the wages of fin is death, which IESUS 
once died for us, but the gitt of Gop is eternal life, through 
Jesus CHRIST our LorD, Rom. vi. 10. 22, 23. More- 
over, to ſpeak of the Holy Spirit of Gop as partook to cauſe 
a guilty ſenſe of ſin, is in my view repreſenting the Spirit 
of God as working in a ſeparate intereſt from CHRIST, 
when the ſcriptures declare, that in none of his miraculous 
operations on the Pentecoſt, nor in the apoſtolic age, ſhould 
he act any other way than . of JEsvs in his finiſhed 
work, John xvi. 13, 14. To ſpeak of him, therefore, ope- 
rating upon men by the law and its curſe, in any ſenſe, is 
unwarrantable, the ſcriptures no where giving the leaſt hint 
of ſuch a thing. Who is the Spirit of Gop, the Holy 
Spirit, the Comforter, in his eſſence and being, but JESUS 
in his riſen and exalted ſtate of glory? Hence the Spirit of 
Gop is called the Spirit of CHRIST, yea CRISTH himſelf, 
as I have already proved from Rom. viii. 9, 10. Which is 
alſo evident from John xiv. 17, 18. where Jesus ſpeaking 
of the Comforter ſpeaks of himſelf, ſaying, I will not leave 
you comfortleſs--- | will come unto you. He dwelleth with 
you and ſhall be in you. Which is parallel with CHRIST 

in 
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in you, the hope of glory, Col. i. 27. CnrisT dwelling in 
the heart by faith, Eph. iii. 17. not as an infuſed quality or 
rinciple, but as the faith revealed, and by the revelation of 
pg, we have heart enjoyment of him, as riſen from the 
dead, and freed from fin (which he was made for us), by 
ing unto it; in which death of his, our old man was cru- 
cified, our old ſtate and condition by the fall deſtroyed, Rom. 
vi. 6. and we made the new man in him, Eph ii. 1 5. 
Bleſſed with all his glory of life and immortality, John xvii. 
22. whereby we are before the fullneſs of the Godhead, free 
from fin, and curſe, and all evil. And knowing this, we 
reckon ourſelves dead indeed unto fin, but alive unto Gop 
in ChRisr JEsus. And when we are thus, as pertaining 
to knowledge, partakers of CHRIST, over whom death hath 
no more dominion, we no longer retain fin and guilt in the 
conſcience, but enjoy his peace and life, as our own in him, 
So we are not made partakers of CHRIST in heart and con- 
ſcience, to give us a guilty ſenſe of fin, and unrighteouſneſs, 
but to deliver us from ſuch a ſenſation- and give joy and 
ce! | 

In page the 16th M. de F. appears very cautious in her 
phraſeology, when ſpeaking of the imputation of CHRNIST's 
righteouſneſs, as to the time when it is imputed. To ſpeak 
of eternal juſtification would not perhaps have pleaſed all her 
admirers ; yet to have altogether denied it, would not have 
done to ſuit others, perhaps. Therefore, as ſhe could fave 
her conſcience, let her view be what it might on the ſubject, 
by the phraſe © Which being imputed by Gop the FaTHER 
« to his believing people, he accepts them as perfectly righ- 
« teous in his fight.” But if it has ſaved her conſcience, it 
does not ſatisfy my mind, but to me favours more of juſti- 
fication by imputation of righteouſneſs, upon believing than 
bef:re believing. But if believing is no condition, why is 
imputation and juſtification deferred till then, when we are 
informed the grace was given us in CHRIST JESUS before 
the world began? 2 Tim. i. 9. M. de F. faith, page 
17, © He (Cnxz1sT) is their (his people's) ſanctification, as 
% much as he js their righteouſneis, but not in the ſame 
4c manner,” for ſhe aſſerts him to be their ſanctification, 
4 as he is their great head of influence, who, by the power 
4“ of his Spirit, works ſanctification in their hearts. I aſk, 


is ſanQification in M. de F. 's ſenſe, any part of their accep- 
tance. 
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tance, 2 or lovelineſs in the fight of God? I 
it is, in M. de F.'s view of it, they are not wholly com- 
plete by what CarisT is for them, in his own. perſon ; 
which to aſſert, would be to oppoſe the whole Bible. But 
if CHRIST is not their ſanctification by imputation, it is very 
eaſily proved that he is not their ſanctification at all; for they 
are not ſanctified in their own proper perſons, while they have 
the“ nature and being of fin” in them, (which M. de F. 
confeſſes they have all their life time here) exeept we admit 
of putting bitter for ſweet, darkneſs for light, and calling 
evil good. To reconcile ſanctification, in M. de F.'s ſenſe; 
with the indwelling of the nature and being of fin, it is 
nominated “ ſanctihcation in part” by the popular. But the 
blind and the lame, and any way defective, were prohibited 
under the law to be dedicated to Gop, and divers weights and 
meaſures to be in uſe among the people, Deut. xxv. 13, 14. 
and “ ſanctification in part“ appears to me nothing better 
than the blind, lame, and defective ; for that which is not 
clean is unclean, that which is not pure is impure, that 
which is not holy is unholy, that which is not ſanctification 
in full is not ſanctification at all; ſo I can make nothing of 
«« ſanctification in part” or ** meaſure” but an inconfiderate 
In the — page M. de F. obſerves--- The 
* work of regeneration and renewing their ſouls into the 
image of Gop, which is ſanctification, belongs to the 
% Kkingly office of the Loxp IESUS CHRIST.“ Then th 
cannot be ſaid (according to this) to be made the righteouſneſs 
of God in CarisT, 2 Cor. v. 21. But if they are made the 
_ righteouſneſs of Go in him, by his being made fin for 
them, who knew no fin, but was holy for them, they are 
hereby in the image of Gop, in him. If we attend to 
Gop, and not man, we may from his account conclude, 
they are in the image of Gop, in Carrst ; that it is a 
thing already accompliſhed ; a thing not 7 be done, but done: 
not J be. wrought in them, but already wrought for them in 
CHRIST. A free gift come upon them in CHRISr, as re- 
2 in his perſon, Rom. v. 18. whereby alone they are 
ly and without blame before the throne of Gop. Again, 
in the ſame page, M. de F. faith---<« The Antinomian 
« ſays it is by imputation---but the word of truth declares it is 
« by impartation.” It M. de F. does not tell us where 
© the word of truth” ſays = we are not bound to believe 
* cr. 
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her. She owns in page the 18th, “ all the perfection of 
« CHRIST's holy nature” to be“ imputed” to us as a 
©« grand part of our juſtifying righteouſneſs ;” but beſide 
this, ſhe has an idea of ſanctification wrought in us. Hence 
ſhe ſays © The Lon Jesvs CHrisT is made of Gop, 
“ ſanctification to his people, as he is their great head of 
« influence, who imparts to every member of his myſtical 
body, by virtue of his kingly office, his Holy Spirit, to 
ſanctity and make them holy in their own proper — 
and thereby qualify and prepare every individual of his 
church, for the enjoyment and glorification of Gop in 
« time, and eternity, &c. Here M. de F. holds they are 
ſanctified and made holy in “ their own proper perſons,” 
but according to her own account they are not thus holy and 
ſanctified in this world, in their “ own proper perſons.” 
Witneſs hernote at the bottom of page the 6th, where they are 
confeſſed not free while in this world, from the“ nature and 
„being of fin.” And I appeal to every impartial reader, if 
thoſe that are ſtill poſſeſſed of the nature and being of fin, 
can poſſibly be ſaid to be made holy in their“ own proper 
„ perſons ? So if they have the Spirit of CHRIST, as M. 
de F. ſays they have, to“ ſanctify and make them holy in 
« their own proper perſons,” it ſeems he does not effect it, 
according to her own account, till they are in the next 
world, for while in this they have the“ nature and being 
*& of ſin” in them. So the ſanctification and holineſs ſup- 
poſed to be effected in their own proper perſons, can be no 
qualification or preparation for the enjoyment and glorifica- 
tion of Gop in time, for in time they are not ſanctified and 
holy in their own proper perſons, but have in them, accord- 
ing to M. de F. the ““ nature and being of fin.” And J 
am bold to affirm, and defend it for ever, that whatever 
ſanctity or holineſs may be impreſſed upon them in the im- 
mediate preſence and viſion of God-man in the world to 
come, that it will be no part of their qualification or pre- 

ration for the “ enjoyment of him above; for all love to 

im, below or above, in heaven or .upon earth, muſt be 
an effect excited by the knowledge and enjoyment of him. 
Hence it is written---we love him, becauſe he firſt loved 


All that car acttates a perſon to enjoy any thing menta/ly, is proper 
knowledge of it, with which proper Coden, enjoyment is nearly 
coeval, Knowledge 15 firſt, in the nature and fitneſs of things, but as ſoon 
as knowledge 1s preſent, the enjoyment immediately pervades the mind. 
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us. And that which is an efe# produced and excited by the 
knowledge and enjoyment of Gop, cannot, in the fitneſs of 
things, be a qualrfication or preparation for the enjoyment of 
him: Therefore I think M. de F.'s ſanctification and holi- 
neſs can be no qualification or preparation for heaven, if 
heaven conſiſt in the enjoyment of Gop---in CHRIST. 
And as for the“ glorification of Gop,” M. de F. connects 
with the enjoyment of him, if by it is meant praiſe and 
adoration, it will always be a ſimple effect proceeding from 
the knowledge and enjoyment of him. 

Bottom of page 19. © Is he not a holy Gop, a holy 
© SAVIOUR *? does he not love holineſs? and can he not 
* make his people holy by the waſhing of regeneration, and 
„the renewing of the Holy Ghoſt? The waſhing of re- 
generation, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, is contraſted 
with works of righteouſneſs done by us ; and declared, in 
oppoſition to them, and excluſive of them, to be hat 
whereby Gop faves us, according to his own mercy, which 
waſhing of regeneration, and renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, 
he is ſaid to have ſhed on us abundantly, through Jesus 
CHRIST. our LoRD. That being juſtified by his grace, we 
might be made heirs according to the hope of eternal life, 
Titus iii. 5, 6, 7. This paſſage, from its connection, ap- 

ars evidently to intend JEsus's ſanctifying the people by 
his own blood without the gate. M. de F. continues, 
« Can he do this? and will he not do it? eſpecially as he 
« hates fin; what, will he leave his beloved bride the ſame 
*« frightful lump of fin, and ſpiritual deformity which he 
** finds her?” According to M. de F.'s note, page the 
6th, the bride is not as yet holy, and without blemiſh, ſpot, 
or wrinkle, but this is to be effected by her being ſaved from 
the“ nature and being of fin” in her“ own proper perſon,” 
which, according to M. de F.'s confeſſion, ſhe is not at 
preſent ſaved from. And whatever M. de F. may, I can 
make no diſtinction between _ incomplete in purity, and 
being unholy, and ſpiritually deformed. So for all that I 
pers; os by M. de F.'s ſcheme, the bride is left, while in 
this world, very nearly, if not altogether, the ſame ** lump 
of ſin and deformity.” But I believe Ixsus took the 
5 frightful” form of fin and ſpiritual deformity upon him- 
ſelf, when he was, in the likeneſs of ſinful fleſh, made fin ; and 
that it was deſtroyed from before Gop, in him, when con- 
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demned in his fleſh : Rom. viii. 3. and for ever put away by 
his ſacrifice, That in his death he deſtroyed the ſtate of 
finfulneſs from before Gop, and made a final end of it 
when he died once unto fin ; whereby he has freed us from 
the ſtate of fin, and ſinfulneſs, therefore calls upon us to 
reckon ourſelves dead indeed unto fin, but alive unto Gop 
through him, Rom. vi. 11. Becauſe as he is, ſo are we in 
this world, John iv. 17. Jesus, in his finiſhed work, is the 
inward, as well as outward adornment of the church ; for in 
her own proper ſelf, as to tendency and ſenſation, according 
to M. de F. ſhe has as yet the nature and being of fin, 
which whoſoever has, cannot be ſaid to be“ all glorious 
within, in their own proper perſons, in M. de F.'s 
ſenſe : So her oratorial harangue ſtands for nothing. The 
ſcriptures cited by M. de F. in page 20, in defence and 
proof of, That the Loxp JEsus CRRISsTr actually im- 
parts holineſs to the ſouls of his people, and thereby 
delivers them from the love and power of fin,” I ſhall 
notice, in the connection in which they ſtand, which will be 
the moſt likely way to find out their ſenſe. The firſt brought 
is 2 Cor. vi. 16. And what agreement hath the temple of 
Gor with idols? for ye are the temple of the living Gop, 
as Gop hath ſaid, I will dwell in them, and walk in them; 
and I will be their Gop, and they ſhall be my people: 
wherein the apoſtle labours, as appears evident, from the 
connection of the paſſage, as well as itſelf, to detach the 
Corinthians from any communion with the idolatrous 
worſhip, wherein other Mediators beſide Jesus were ex- 
hibited, in whom alone the fulneſs of the Godhead dwells 
bodily, Col. ii. 9. in whom Gop was reconciling the 
world unto himſelf; and in Vis perſon, the temple reared from 
its death unto fin, in three days, John ii. 21. are we made 
the new man in ſtate and condition. 

And being members of his body, of his fleſh, and of his 
bones, we are (as being thus one with him) the /emple, not 
« temples,” of the living Gop. And having a conſciouſ- 
neſs of this, we are called upon to ſeparate from every man- 
ner of worſhip which introduces ſchiſm, and divides the body 
from the Head, CHRIST, Col. ii. 8. 16, 17, 18, 19. and 
which any way ſuggeſts that we hold communion with the 
Godhead in our on proper perſons, by any qualification 
wrought in us for that purpoſe. I hoſe that offered in the 
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field, without bringing their offering to the door of the ta- 
bernacle of the congregation, and that worſhipped Gop any 
other way than according to the temple form, were, by the 
diſpenſation of Moſes, highly cenſured as idolaters, and 
threatened with cutting off from Iſrael, Lev. xvii. 4—7. 
To ſeck Gop, or worſhip him, any way but as in 
Cunts, to purſue communion with him any way ſeparate, 
or diſtinct from CurisT; from his beloved Son, with 
| whom he is ever one, and in whom he is well pleaſed ; to 
ſeck to conclude of acceptance with him, or lovelineſs in 
his ſight, any — but by, and in Ch RIS, is turning aſide 
to idols---not holding the head, but worſhipping of angels, 
and giving heed to philoſophy and vain deceit, according to 
the tradition of men, according to the rudiments of the 
world, and not after CHRISH; in whom alone we are the 
holy temple. The other ſcriptures M. de F. brings, I may 
eſteem as anſwered to already, in her manner of application 
of them, by what I have already obſerved, but as M de F. 
has thrown them in my way as ſuppoſed obſtacles, I juſt 
notice them. Eph. iii. 17. That CarisT may dwell in 
your hearts by faith,” brought alſo in defence of CHRIST 
imparting ** holineſs to the ſouls of his people,” is evidently 
parallel with---CHR1$T in you the hope of glory, Col. i. 27. 
intending, not a quality infuſed, or communicated, under 
the general vague notion of what is commonly called grace, 
but that very CHkrIST that was born of Mary (a virgin 
eſpouſed to Joſeph) in Bethlehem, that was brought up ar 

azareth, that died on the croſs, and roſe again, and 
aſcended far above all heavens. This is the very CHRIST 
ſaid by Paul to dwell in the Theffalonians* hearts; therefore 
his dwelling in their hearts muſt reſpect their knowledge and 
heart enjoyment of him, as a whole SAvIOUR, as exhibited 
in the goſpel; he dwelt in their minds as ſuch, and they 
abode, as to the affiance and apprehenfion of the mind, in 
him. 

1 Cor. vi. 19. What, know ye not that your body 
is the temple of the Holy Spirit, which is in you, which ye 
have of G00, and ye are not your own?” It is as one body 
with CyrIsT---as members of CHRIST, members of his 
body, of his fleſh, and of his bones---their body is the 
temple of the Holy Ghoſt, as may be evidently feen from 
the foregoing 15th and 16th verſe. For as we were _— 
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with Jesvs in his baptiſm of ſufferings, into death, ſo we 
are riſen with him, in, and unto, all his life of holineſs and 
Ay, and ſeated with him, and in him, in heavenly 
places or ſtates ; where we have, as one with, and in him, 
as he is riſen and aſcended, as the quickening Spirit, the 
Holy Ghoſt, the Comforter, all his glory, ſtate, and con- 
dition as our own ; hence he faith, The glory that thou 
gaveſt me I have given them, John xvii. 22. Here IESs is 
known as the quickening Spirit, the Comforter, alive from 
the dead, and tree from death's dominion for evermore, high 
above all heayens, M. de F.'s expreiſion-— “ livi 
wy temples,” Ame oneneſs of C *. and the — 
is not enough conſidered by her. There never was but one 
temple for divine worſhip, of which IEHOvA ſaid (as it 
was a figure of the humanity of JESUS) This is my reſt for 
ever---here will I dwell, Pſalm cxxxii. 14. To make our 
individual bodies and ſouls temples, in M. de F's ſenſe, for 
the indwelling of the Godhead, appears to me to be as far 
off from the goſpel, as building other temples beſide that at 
Jeruſalem, would have been befide the ceremonial law, 
which had a ſhadow of good things to come, for it was not 
ſeparate from CuRiIsT, but as one with him, that Paul 
eſtcemed the Corinthians the temple of the living Gop, and 
their body the temple of the Holy Ghoſt. It is a high 
privilege frecly beſtowed upon them, as repreſented in 
CHkr1sT, and one with him, that Paul ſpeaks of to the 
Corinthians, and upon the ground of this high privilege, 
diſſuades them from all vice and immorality, in 1 Cor. vi, 
15, 16, 19, 20. 
The ſtate in which they were by nature---carthly, ſen- 
&« ſual, devilith, unrenewed, unſanctified, unholy,” men- 
tioned by M. de F. page 20, Jesus:- took upon himſelf, as 
the likeneſs of finful fleſh, when he took human nature; and 
it was crucified as the old man with him, and all its fulneſs 
deſtroyed in his death ; and we, who were naturally dead in 
our ſins, and the uncircumciſtion of our fleſh, were then 
uickened, and made the new man in CHRIST, Rom. vi. 
. Col. ii. 13. Eph. ii. 15. Thus Jenovan-Jesus has 
preſented the church unto himſelf, glorious, holy, and 
without blemiſh, Eph. v. 27. How — how abſurd, 
« how abominable an idea! (page 20.) is it that M. de F. 
ſhould conceive any of Adam's race to be holy in their own 
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perſons, and yet declare they are rot delivered from 
the nature and being of fin: If fin as vet dwells in them, 
and they are not preſented to Gop holy and without blemiſh, 
till the nature and being of fin is deſtroved in them, which, 
according to M. de F. is not to be expected in this life, how 
comes it to paſs that he whoſe eyes are purer than to behold 
iniquity, accepts them now? If it be ſaid they are accepted 
in CarisT, I anſwer, then they muſt be without fin in 
Cukisr, excluſive of the conſideration of the deſtruction of 
the nature and being of fin in their own proper perſons, for 
God accepts nothing that is unholy. 

What M. de F. ſays (page 21) reſpecting CnrisrT's 
driving the buyers and ſellers out of the temple, and its ap- 
plication, manifeſts her to be inattentive to her own daily 
feelings: To love in word and in tongue, is no proof of 
true charity. Lo talk big of inward holineſs, and the con- 
queſts gained in our own individual proper perſons, over 
luſts and paſſions, is not a ſufficient proof of the real ex- 

iſtenee of ſuch things. If ſaying were accompanied with 
diing, no perſon properly contiderate, could object to a ſelf- 

evident fad. But to bow down to a chimera, to what eve 
man's feelings contradict, and the perſon's proteſſing hope in 
it, themſelves, otten doubt of as ſubſiſting in them, yea, at 
times, in effect even deny, by confeſſing they are very 
unholy ; to bow down, I fay, to ſuch a chimera as this, 
as a divine truth, would be as great an abuſe of intelligence 
in me, as it would have been in the three Hebrews to have 
fell down and worſhipped before Nebuchadnezzar's golden 
image, becauſe his other ſubjects did. But to proceed, 
page 20---* The Lorp Jesus CurisT finds his people 
« dead in treſpaſſes and fin,” Eph. ii. 1.“ totally void of 
« any thing ſpiritually good; enmity to Gop,” Rom. viii. 
« and every thing in them oppoſite to him.” The whole 
2d chapter of Paul to the Epheſians, ſpeaks of a quickening 
and renewal of us, as to fate and condition before GoD, in 
Cuxisr; who died unto fin, and lived unto Gop, for us, as 
our Head and Surety, Rom. vii. 10, 11. which muſt be 
evident to every perſon that will attend to the apoſtle's drift 
and connection. And the 8th chapter of Paul's Epiſtle to the 
Romans, verſe the 7th, cited by M. de F. ſpeaks of man's 
ſtate and condition of diſpoſition and mind Godward, ac- 
cording to the /aw, conſidered in the firſt Adam, or as Adam's 
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fallen deſcendant. Thus conſidered, compared with the ſpi- 
rituality of the law, he is enmity and oppoſution to Gop, net 


ſubje# to the law of Gop, neither indeed can be. Hence 


Paul confeſſes himſelf carnal, fold under fin. - But this old 
man, this enmity, man's ſinful flate, habit, and condition, by 
Adam's fall, is crucified with CHRIST, and ſlain by the croſs, 
Eph. ii. 16. and eternally ed from before Gop, in the 
death of his Sox; he knows, ſees, and remembers it no 
more: And hereby alone can we reckon ourſelves dead unto 
fin, and alive unto Gop ; and poſſeſs the anſwer of a good 
conſcience towards GoD, 1 Pet. iii. 21. 

John xvi. 8. brought alſo page 21, to prove that © The 


1 Grſt work of the Holy Spirit, when he begins, in the name 


« of the LoD I Ess, to ſanctify the heart, is to convince 
« it of fin,” which runs thus; And when he is come, he will 
reprove the world of fin, of righteouſneſs, and of judge- 
ment, evidently intends, in, and wrth its connection; not 
ſome ſtated manner of operation, carried on upon the minds 
of the children of men, in order to their ſalvation, but is Vat, 
which it was declared, the out-pouring of the Spirit, in its mi- 
raculous operations, ſhould effect on the Pentecoſt, and during 
the apoſtolic age, by the ſame operations: Reproving the 
world of fin, becauſe they did not believe JEsvs to be the 
true MESSIAH fpoken of by the prophets, which he declared 
himſelf and proved himſelf to be: For on the Pentecoſt they 
were reproved of miſapprehenſion, miſtake, and error in 


judgment, in this particular ; for if Jesus had not been 


what he declared himſelf, he could never have given ſuch an 
atteſtation as was given by him on the Pentecoſt, and con- 
tinued throughout the —2 age, by which the Jews were 
reproved of fin, righteouſneſs, and judgment. 

The 110th Pſalm, v. 3. cited by M. de F. page 22--- 
Thy people ſhall be willing in the day of thy power---is a 
prophecy of goſpel times, parallel with, As ſoon as they hear 
of me, they ſhall obey me, Pſalm xviii. 44. and intends the 
day of the manifeſtation of the wiſdom and power of God, 
which is the goſpel day, intending no coercive power put 
forth upon the mind of man, ſeparate or diſtin from the 
goſpel ; but the matter of the goſpel publication---the idem 
and power of God, nominates the day, a day of peter; which 
publication contains in it powerful proof, as well as powerful 
acts. Rom. v. 1. cited by M. de F. in the ſame page, does 
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not intend our act of believing, but the thing believed; if 
. otherwiſe, this abſurdity muſt needs follow, viz. That we 
are juſtified for believing. But that this paſſage intends the 
matter and object of faith appears evident from its connec- 
tion. M. de F.'s ſenſe and application of Gal. v. 6. I have 
anſwered already, ſo paſs it here, and proceed to Rom. v. 5. 

uoted by her in the fame page---For the love of Gop is 

ed abroad in our hearts by the Holy Ghoſt, which is 
given unto us. Having already communicated my views of 
the Holy Ghoſt, I ſhall only add here Gop's love to, and 
complacency in us, reſts only in Jesvs, as perfected through 
ſuffering, and towards us in him, as ſanctified by his blood, 
in his perſon. 

2 Cor. v. 17. alſo brought by M. de F. in the ſame page, 
to prove ſanctification wrought in “ our own proper per- 
ſons,” proves no ſuch thing; but from its connection, it 
appears evidently to intend the ſtate and condition we have 
before Gop, in CHRIST JEsvs, (which ſtate and condition 
is enjoyed and poſſeſſed as pertaining to the conſcience by us, 
when we believe in his name) where we are Hay and with- 
out blame, dead indeed unto fin, and made the righteouſneſs 
of Gow, 2 Cor. v. 21. Where all old things are paſſed 
away, in the crucifixion of the old man, and all things are 
made new, 2 making of Jew and Gentile one new 
man in himſelf. In any other ſenſe this ſcripture, with many 
more M. de F. has cited, cannot be true, no, not according 
to her own confeſſion, where ſhe ſaith, page 22, I do not 
« mean that the ſanctification of the believer is perfect; very 
far from that, it is a growing and progreſſive work, &c. 
By this confeſſion ſhe has confounded herſelf, for that which 
is preſent is not paſſed away, and if any thing dd remains, all 
is not made new. Degrees of holineſs, that M. de F. would 
reſolve the paradox by, is an idea quite foreign to the point 
in hand, and begging the queſtion, for the paſſage does not 
ſpeak of degrees, but of a permanent fact done, which every 
impartial enquirer will readily perceive. John vi. 29. This 
is the work of Gop that ye believe, &c. page 23, is miſap- 
plied, and wreſted, as is evident, from its connection, for it is 
plain from thence, that it intends, not that which Gop is 
about to do, but that which man, wherever the goſpel comes, 
is called upon to attend to, by Gop himſelf, according to 
the voice from heaven, faying, This is my beloved ”— 
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hear ye him; ſo ſaid to be his work, as he preſcribes 
It. 

Eph. ii. 8. cited page 23. B ce are ye ſaved, through 
ih, ane that not of tek Þ bs the rift of Gop, docs 
not ſpeak of faith as our believing, but of the thing believed, 
the redemption which is in CRS Jxsus; witneſs the 
connection. If underſtood otherwiſe, believing, if expreſ- 
ſion is not cramped, is made a SAv1OuR for in the paſſage 
we are ſaid to be ſaved by faith as well as by grace. © This 
* faith” (M. de F. faith) © unites the ſoul to the Lox D IJEsus 
* CHRiIsT.” In what ſenſe does our believing unite to 
CurisT? Believing always ſuppoſes a permanent fact de- 
clared that is a reality in itſclf, not to be made ſo by believ- 
ing, therefore there can be no union to CHRIST by belicv- 
ing; there is the enjoyment of that which was before in real 
exiſtence. So being one Spirit with the Loxp by being 
Joined unto him, according to 1 Cor. vi. 17. brought by M. 
de F. to prove union by believing, can intend no more than 
the enjoyment of union, and our becoming one with him, as 
to conſciouſneſs, ſtanding in conſcience in his image, and re- 
Joicing in his glory as our own, 2 Cor. iii. 18. 

Upon what M. de F. has obſerved, page the 23d, re- 
ſpecting what faith enables a believer to 1 wiſh to 
offer a few thoughts. She ſays, ** It conſtrains him to hate 
* in, bccauſe of its own deformity,” &.“ and conſtrains 
him to love holineſs, for its own beauty and excellence, 
&c. If, like Paul, we affent unto the law, that it is Hy, 
juſt, and good, we do thereby confeſs fin to be evil; and 
believing in IEsus, we fee it puniſhed in him, who was 
made fin for us, and put it all away by the ſacrifice of him- 
ſelf. As to hatred to fin, I cannot help thinking every 
rational man, upon reflection, muſt di/approve of vice and 
irregularity, and that hundreds are diſpleaſed, and vexed 
within themſelves, that they ſhould give way to irregularity 
of living, upon every hour of reflection, ſeeing in it, as in 
ue, a filthineſs and patty, who yet have no faith in 

HRIST. But if by hating of it M. de F. means a conſtant 
diſlike to it, or, in other words, n craving of the appetite 
after irregular gratification, but a ſteady uninterrupted pur- 
ſuit of virtue, ſhe muſt, to be conſiſtent, hold deliverance 
from the nature and being of fin ; which ſhe has confeſſed 
there is no poſſibility of eſcaping in this world. But if N 
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this hating of ſin, upon which ſuch emphaſis is laid, admits 
of intervening inclinations and luſtings after it, I aſk what 
does M. de F. and heradherents, do more than others? Do not 
all Phariſces do the ſame ? As to hating it becauſe CyrsT's 
enemy,“ “ and that which crucified him,” I confeſs it is 
almoſt unintelligible to me; for as CHRIST's enemy, it was 
deſtroyed in his crucifixion, and if it had not erucified him, 
it would have damned me; therefore I cannot but be glad 
that CHRIST was crucified for me, and that fin fell into his 
hands for d:;/trufion ; nor can I forbear triumphing over ſin, 
in him, and am glad that it is vanquiſhed and overcome, 
by him. Whoever “ abhors” evil © becauſe CHRIS 
* abhors it,” muſt ſce the ground of His abhorrence of it, 
upon which ground he muſt abhor it, for none can abhor any 
thing without knowing the cauſe why he abhors it. Ho- 
„ lineſs” has no exiſtence in man, except in the man 
Cnxrisr, for there is none good fave one, that is Gop, he 
is alone the holy and undefiled, who knew no fin. So in 
him we may admire and love holineſs, as well as rejoice, that 
in him we are HOLINESS TO THE LORD. © Faith gives 
« the ſoul victory over fin, and ſatan, and the world.” 
Jesvs has conquered the world, the fleſh, and the devil, for us, 
and believing in him we enjoy all his victory as our own, 
and know ourſelves more than conquerors in him, Rom. viii. 
7. This victory cannot be in our“ own proper perſons,” 
or there we have the ** nature and being of fin,” according to 
M. de F. and that which lives and captivates, is not conquered, 
As to the © Chriſtian's” glorifying Gop “ by truſt- 
« ing him when he cannot ſee him,” if M. de F. means 
to apply to ſpirituals, it is to me what is generally called 
a ee incomprehenfible, for no one believes in Gop, 
but as he ſees in Gop's light by the goſpel, and ap- 
prehends Gop in CuRISTH reconciled. And if ever the 
perſon believing could be deprived of this light in his intelli- 
gence, he could no longer have any truft in Gop, it would 
be. abſolutely impoſſible. Page 23. continued. In this way 
„ the Loxd JESsus CHrisT ſanctifies his people, and 
actually ſaves them from the love and power of ſin;“ for 
when this is the caſe they become the LORD’ Ss “ free men, 
« to ſerve him without fear, in holineſs and righteouſneſs 
« before him, all the days of their lives,” Luke i. 75. 
They are the © Lorp's free men,” only as made free in 
2 | the 


46396“ Is N ee XX, es @ = - 
LY 
N 


Lt i 3 


the Sox, not in their“ own proper perſons,” for there M. 
de F. ſays they have the © nature and being of ſin.” So their 
ſervice in holineſs and righteouſneſs,” cannot be in their 
„ own proper perſons,” but in Jesus, where they are the 
righteouſneſs of GOD; where they are dead indeed unto fin, 
and alive unto Gop ; where they have their fruit unto Ho- 
Lid ESS, and the end everlaſting life, Rom. vi. 22. 

They are called“ heirs of promiſe,” Heb. vi. 17. becauſe 
they are not heirs by works, but grace alone; the promiſe 
being the grace revealed in the redemption which is in CHRIST 
Jesvus, in whrch alone they ſtand heirs, Gal. iii. 29. iv. 7. 

2 Pet. i. 4. cited page 24. Whereby are given unto us 
great and precious promiſes, that by theſe you might be par- 
takers of the divine nature, in the word of reconciliation 
committed to the apoſtles to proclaim, which is in itſelf a 
free promiſe or grant, is the righteouſneſs of Gop revealed, 
from faith to faith; in which righteouſneſs we are made the 
righteouſneſs of Gop in CuRIST IESsus, and thereby, and 
therein, are © partakers of the divine nature.” 2 Cor. vii. 
1. is cited by M. Je F. page 24. Having therefore theſe pro- 
miſes, dearly beloved, let us cleanſe ourſelves from all 
filthinefs of the fleſh and ſpirit, perfecting holineſs in the fear 
of Gop. The N mentioned in this paſſage, are thoſe 
cited by the apoſtle, in the 16th, 17th, and 18th verſes of 
the foregoing chapter, which promiſes are there cited, to diſ- 
ſuade from all appearance of intimacy with idolatry, or the 
worthip of Gop out of CHr1sT ; by which the apoſtle here 
may more particularly mean, perhaps, the doctrine and 
worſhip of my udailing teachers. This idolatry, difſuaded 
from in the verſes already noticed, is in the text under conſi- 
deration called flthineſs of fleſh and ſpirit ; from which 
idolatry the Corinthians are called upon to cleanſe themſelves, 
by virtue of the a, 4 So this paſſage appears to be 

arallel with, Beware leſt any man boil you through phi- 
oſophy and vain deceit ; and little children keep yourſelves 
from idols; and holds forth that there is, attending to the 
promiſes, as yea and amen in CHRIST, a landing in that 
ſtate, with a pure conſcience, which (ſtate) is holineſs 
untothe Lox D!] and an increaſing in the knowledge thereof. 

Page 24. Paul, in all his Epiſtles, labours to inſpire 
* the churches to whom he wrote, with earneſt deſires after 
& increaling holineſs, both in heart and life,” Paul, in * 
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his Epiſtles, exhorts the churches to live righteouſly, ſoberly, 
and godly, in the preſent world; to maintain good works, 
as good and profitable unto men, but never gave them any 
marks to judge by of the reality and truth of their imparted 
holineſs, of their works being of the right kind, of their 
being truly converted, &c. &c. as is the faſhion now among 
the popular preachers. Nor did he once ſpeak of any im- 
parted, implanted, or inwrought holineſs, as poſſeſicd by 
them, but always ſuppoſes them ſubject to the ſame paſſions 
and feelings with others; and upon this ground, knowing 
they were in danger of, and liable to irregularity, he exhorts 
them in his Epiſtles to circumſpection of walk and manners, 
not only in the ſimplicity of the goſpel faith, but alſo in their 
conduct and behaviour to the world and to the church ; fay- 
ing, Do good unto all men, eſpecially to thoſe who are of the 
houſhold of faith, Gal. vi. 10. and not to walk as other 
Gentiles, nor in the luſt of concupiſence, &c. 1 Theſſ. iv. 5. 
Rom. Xii. 1, 2. cited page 24, is immediately connected 
with the foregoing chapter, where the mercies of Gop are 
admired ; by which mercies of Gop the apoſtle beſeeched the 
Romans that they would preſent their bodies a living facrifice, 
holy and — — to Gop, &c. (as made the righteouſneſs 
of Gop, in CHRIST, for no other way are they holy and 
acceptable to Gop). And the exhortation preſent your bodies, 
&c. may run parallel with, Heb. x. 19---22. Having there- 
fore, brethren, boldneſs to enter into the holieſt by the blood 
of JesUs, let us draw near, &c. for conformity “ to this 
«© world,” may be in doctrine, as well as manners and con- 
verſation : For it appears, from the connection of the place, 
that it was touching doctrine Paul declared himſelf crucitied 
unto the world, and the world unto him, Gal. xvi. 14. But 
if the exhortation Be not conformed to this world, is ad- 
mitted to be an exhortation reſpecting manners, Be ye 
4 transformed by the renewing of your mind,” cannot intend 
imparted inwrought holineſs, as M. de F. ſuppoſes, page 
25. except they are admitted active therein, which cannot be 
admitted, conſiſtent with the ſentiment of its being wrought” 
in them, for that which is wrought upon a perſon, by ano- 
ther, requires not his a&:vity, upon whom it 7s wrought, he 
having no hand in it, it being a foreign act or impreſſion 
made upon him; and to exhort perſons to be impreſſed of GoD 
with inereaſing holineſs, is abſurd: and if the ML 
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Be ye transformed, intends manners, the phraſe, By the Net- 


ing of your mind, muſt reſpect that new ſtate of conſcrquſneſs 


adminiſtered to them by the goſpel, wherein they are dead 
unto fin, and alrve unto Gop ; wherein they are ſanctiſicd 
by the offering of the body of Jesus ; that new fate, per- 
manently eſtabliſhed for us in CHRIST Jesvs, in which 
Gop views us. And living in Jesus, in whom is no fin, 
and our minds abiding in JEsus, we enjoy the renewal of 
ſtate, in his death unto fin, and life unto Gop, as our own. 
By which ſtate of renewal in CHRIST JESVS, of which the 
Romans had a mental conſciouſneſs and enjoyment, Paul 
exhorts them to avoid conformity to the world, and to be 
transformed by this renewal ; to walk in that new ſtate con- 


tinually, and not after the rudiments of the world, and the 


traditions of man. Or if Be ye transformed, intends manners 
rather than dz#rime, it is an exhortation to walk becoming the 
new ſtate, which they enjoyed in CHRIST, in their conduf 
in the church and in the world : which things are exhorted 
to in the following verſes in the chapter. This text, by 
being thus admitted to reſpect manners, does not make at 
all againſt me, for I am bold to ſay (I ſpeak as a fool, 2 Cor. 
xi. 23.) that J have as much good will towards a good con- 
duct as M. de F. and any or all of her admirers, and as 
much ſhare therein as they have, for aught I know. 

1 Theff. iv. 12. 3. cited by M. de F. in defence of imparted 
ſanctification, treats of no ſuch thing, but of conduct and 
walk, as to manners among men, ſpecifying in particular 
abſtinence —— formcation, and of every one poſſeſſing his 
veſſel in ſanctification and honour. And this regularity of 
walk may be ſaid to pleaſe Gop, (as it is v. 1.) not as any 
part of the poſſeſſor's lovelineſs or complacency before Gop, 
but as it is agreeable to his revealed pleafure by the apoſtles, 
reſpecting the walk of thoſe that believe; and if M. de F. 
inſiſts upon any thing more being intended in the text, ſhe 
muſt excuſe the charge of Phariſaiſm and legality. 

Though I own and believe moſt heartily that it is the 
« high privilege and duty” of all believers to walk circum- 
ſpectly, yet I cannot approve of M. de F. citing Lev. xxvi. 
27, 28. and Pſalm Ixxtix. 30. 32. to prove the © loſs and 
damage“ of incireumſpect walking, as they have nothing 
to do therewith, h being ultimately fulfilled in him who 
hung upon the tree, and bare the eurſe. Deut. xxi. 22, 23. Gal. 
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iii. 13. M. de F. muſt muſter ſome other ſcriptures more ap- 
plicable, if ſhe would prove what ſhe puts in Gop's mouth, 
page 26. © It you {in I will frown,” If you © backſlide, I 
*« will puniſh,” or excuſe my concluding the ſentiment un- 
ſcriptural, and derogatory to the finiſhed work of IESus. 
In this page alſo we find“ holineſs of heart and life” inſiſted 
upon as“ indiſpenſably neceſſary to enable the believer to 
« maintain fellowſhip and communion with Gop.” If our 
„ communion and fellowſhip” is with Gop out of 
CHRIST, we are idolaters, for there is no ſuch being. If we 
enjoy God's ** ſmiles and comfortable preſence,” upon a 
—— ground of conſideration than Jesvs's finiſhed work, in 
his own perſon, we multiply mediators, and make ſhip- 
wreck of Rich, and ſtand aloof from the holy commandment, 
that teaches boldneſs to enter into the holieſt by the 54d of 
Jesvs, and the poſſeſſion of a heart ſprinkled from an evil 
conſcience ; and to come boldly at all times in heart and con- 
ſcience to a throne of grace; upon the one conſideration of 
having an High Prieſt, having been tempted in all points 
like unto us, yet without fin ;---knowing how to ſuccour the 
tempted---and that it any man fin, that we have an advocate 
with the FATHER, JEsus CHRiIsrT the righteous. 

To judge Gop's dealings with us, according to any work 
done by us, or ſuppoſed to be wrought in us ; to conclude we 
enjoy his“ ſmiles” and © comfortable preſence,” according 
thereto, is to judge that he deals with us, not according to 
what he beholds us in CHRIST, but according to what we 
are in ourſelves : Which is in effect denying the total expia- 
tion of fin by the death of CHRIS; and to aſſert that Gop 
yet remembers fin, when he ſays, Their fins and their ini- 
quities will I remember no more. If Gop treats his people 
according to their own works, he treats them not according 
to the works of CurisT, the Mediator; to affert which 
would be to deny Jzsus to be Mediator between Gop and 
man. 

[a this ſame page we find the following part of a ſen- 
tence: © He” (Gop) “ will not indulge them with his 
«© {miles and comfortable preſence, while they are indulging 
in their hearts the love of fin, and in their lives the prac- 
*« tice of iniquity.” Sure M. de F. muſt have forgotten 
herſelf when ſhe penned this ſentence, What, God's people ! 
arc they ever poſſibly capable of indulging the © love of tin,” 
and 
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and © practice of iniquity ?” Why the vileſt perſon in the 
world can do no worſe! I am ſure the admitting of ſuch a 
thing poſſible is entirely incompatible with M. de F.'s five 
views of ſalvation, page 6. for there ſhe aſſerts they are faved 
from the love of fin,” and the“ power of fin,” and fo 
incompatible with imparted” holineſs of heart and life.“ 
Here I might alſo animadvert upon the apparent enthuſiaſm 
of M. de F.'s notion of Gop's “ ſmiles” and © comfortable 
* preſence,” but ſhall wave that for the preſent, and proceed 
to the reſcue of Heb. xii. 14. preſſed by M. de F. into her 
ſervice, in defence of imparted holineſs. The text runs thus, 
Follow peace with all men, and holineſs, without wh:ch no 
man ſhall ſee the Loxp. Suppoſe we were to aſk the queſ- 
tion without what ſhall no man fee the LoD would not the 
anſwer, if conſiſtent with the connection of the paſſage, be--- 
without that peace and holineſs that the apoſtle exhorts to be 
follawed with all men? It muſt appear evident to all that will 
ſearch the connection of the paſſage, that it intends that v 
and holineſs, which thoſe that arc called upon to litt 
up the hands that hang down, and the feeble knees, (v. 12.) 
are exhorted to follow with all men, for the purpeſe of lifting 
up the hands that hang down, and the feeble knees, and for 
making ſtraight paths to their feet, and healing the lame, 
(v. 13.) without hit peace and holineſs, no man can ſee 
the Loxp. And this peace and holineſs, which makes the 
ſtraight path, and heals the lame, which lifts up the hands 
that hang down, and the feeble knees, is no other than the 
peace made by the blood of IESsus, by which there is a 
firaight path, as the new and living way conſecrated, lead- 
ing into the holieſt of all; and the 22 is that of his, our 
Head, wherein we are holineſs ts the Lox D. John xiv. 21. 
23. is quoted by M. de F. in the ſame 26th page, in the 
ſame defence, but it muſt appear evident to every conſiderate 
reader, upon conſulting the paſſage, in its connection, that 
CHR1sT is not ſpeaking therein of any ſuch thing as imparted 
holineſs, ſuppoſed to be in man, but of his great redemption, 
as contained in its revelation in his ſayings; which in the 
paſſage under conſideration are called his commandments, 
which whoſoever heareth and keepeth, he ſhall never taſte 
of death, but enjoy life and peace. If holineſs in man's own 
_ is neceſſary to the enjoyment of Gop, or any mani- 
feſtation of his love is made to flow through that _— 
alvation 
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- falvation in its enjoyment is thereby made conditional; and 


if of works, it is no more of grace. 

Eph. ii. 22. is cited by M. de F. in the ſame page, to 
prove that the heart, in which a triune Gop delights to dwell, 
is one which he has ſanctified, and cleanſed by his grace, 
as an habitation for himſelf, through his Spirit.” Here 
I obſerve firſt---If the heart is ſanctified and cleanſed, it 
cannot poſſibly ©* indulge the love of fin,” as M. de F. 
ſeems to think it may. I aſk her, in the ſecond place, what 
ſhe means by grace? The word, when uſed in ſcripture, 
and — to Gop, or man, godward, touching the mat- 
ter of ſalvation, invariably intends his free favour or mercy 
in CHRIST, or the redemption which is in CHRIST JESUS, 
and never any thing implanted in man. And if the heart is 
purified by this grace, it is free from an evil conſcience of 
ſin, by ſeeing fin put away by CyrIsT. And it is, as in- 
cluded, and comprehended in the perſon of CHRIST, our 
Head, alone, that we are the habitation of Gop through the 
Spirit; Gop's holy temple (v. 21.) not in ſhadow, but ſub- 
ſtance, not in the letter, but /en pneumati/ in the Spirit. 

The fruit, mentioned John xv. 8. cited in the fame page 
2 M. de F. is the fruit the branches bring forth, as in 

HRIST the vine, and not ſeparate from him, ſee v. 4, 5, 6. 
All his fruit is ours, according to Hoſea xiv. 8. From me is 
thy fruit found, and abiding in conſcience in JesUs, we 
enjoy his fruit as our own; whereby, and wherein, we are 
made free from fin, and have our fruit unto holineſs, and 
(have) the end, viz. everlaſting life, according to Rom. vi. 
22. cited in the ſame connection by M. de F. Gal. v. 22. 
alſo cited by her, treats with its connection (ſpeaking of the 
works of the fleſh, and the fruit of the —_ of the works 
found and charged upon man, as in the fleſh, (the firſt Adam 
fallen) by the /aw ; and of the fruit adminiſtered unto him 
in the goſpel, the miniſtration of the Spirit, the law of the 
Spirit of life in CnrisT JEsUs, (the ſecond Adam) that 
makes free. © The Spirit that giveth life,” IEsus in hrs 
finiſhed work revealed---where man is found bleſſed, with all 
the riches and glory of CHRIST. M. de F. quotes Eph. 
v. 9, 10. in the ſame view. But v. 9. plainly intends the 
fulneſs and abundance of the goſpel in its matter, and is in 
a parentheſis, and v. 10. is in connection with the exhorta- 
tion, concluding v. 8. Walk as children of light ;” and, 
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without any inconſiſtency with the goſpel, may intend cir- 
cumſpect walking and manners. In Rom. xv. 14. Paul is 
not ſpeaking of ©* goodneſs” God-ward at all, but man-ward. 
* — of the holy Spirit,“ is an unſeriptural phraſe, 
and, in the ſenſe M. de F. appears to uſe it, an unmeaning 
one. O how long ſhall the world be impoſed upon, and 
kept from Gop in CHRIST, by their ſearch after holineſs 
in their own perſons, by the direction of popular ſen- 
timent, | 

* To walk worthy of our high calling of Gop, in 
* CHarisT JESUs,” towards all men, and not in the vanity of 
the mind, as thoſe which have not learned CHRIST, is 
what I have never oppoſed, but what I daily wiſh to aim at 
and purſue, for the good and profit of my fellow creatures, 
as well as my own, according to the direction of Gop, my 
SAVIOUR. But M. de F.'s citing Eph. iv. 24. and apply- 
ing it (page 27.) to a change to holineſs in us, I cannot ap- 
prove of, for in ſuch an application the ſcripture will not ap- 

r true reſpecting any one, no, not according to M. de 
F.'s account. For how is the old man in this view of 
things put off, if there may at certain times be an indulgi 
of the love of fin in the heart,” and the ' practice — 
« iniquity in the life, for which Gop is ſuppoſed to 
& frown” and“ puniſh?” If the old man were, in M. de 
F.'s view put off, he is now put on again. And in this view 
of the paſſage M. de F. has offered, how is the putting on 
the new man, conſiſtent with having ſtill the nature and 
« being of fin?” If underſtood in M. de F.'s ſenſe, is not 
the paſſage a direction to attain to that which it is e 
to attain to? and fimilar to “ ever learning, never 
coming to the knowledge of the truth.” Paul, writing to 
the Romans, plainly tells them the old man was crucified 
with CHR1sT, and thereby the body of fin deſtroyed ; and 
upon that ground calls upon them to reckon themſelves dead 
indeed unto fin, but alive unto Gop by CHRIST. And 
in the paſſage under conſideration, he appears, from his 
chain of connection and argument, to be ſpeaking of the 
ſame thing, as having an exiſtence of conſciouſneſs by learn- 
ing CHrisr. Upon which ground he exhorts them to 
all good morals and manners in the concluſion of the 
chapter, 

Eph. 


I 

- Eph. i. 4. cited in the ſame page in defence of holineſs in 
M. de F.'s ſenſe. © According as he hath choſen us in him 
© before the foundation of the world, that we ſhould be 
4% holy,” intends that they were holy by virtue of their 
being in CHRIST, as being conſidered of Gop in him. And 
their being holy is here ſpoken of, as of the ſame date with 
their being choſen in CHRIST, and the paſſage holds forth 
what took place with the choice, for if they were eternally 
choſen and eyed in CHRIST, they muſt in conſequence be 
viewed of Gop in him, from everlaſting, as holy and with- 
out blame, by his redemption. And this appears evidently 
to me to be the apoſtle's meaning, from his chain of connec- 
tion. In this view alſo, upon the fame ground of reaſon, I 
underſtand Rom. viii. 29. cited by M. de F. in the fame 

e. 1 Pet. i. 2. is quoted in the fame page in the fame 
+ * «« Elc& according to the foreknowledge of Gop the 
„% FATHER, through ſanctification of the Spirit unto obe- 
„ dience, and ſprinkling of the blood of JESUS CHRIST.“ 
That which this paſſage naturally ſuggeſts to unbiafſed 
common ſenſe, will, no doubt, to every impartial reader, 
appear to be this, viz. That the ſtrangers, to whom Peter 
wrote, were by him nominatcd ele, from the ſtate that he 
judged them to be in, in their own minds and conſciouſneſs ; 
and that the ſtate which they were now conſciouſly in, and 
thereby nominated ele, was a ſtate, according to the fore- 
knowledge of Gor the FATHER, of his eternal planning 
and in which he eternally eyed them; ſo were called * elect 
according to the foreknowledge of Gop,” becauſe they 
now ſtood in heart, in that ftate in CHRIST, in which Gop 
eternally eyed them, as clean and holy, through that which 
is now nominated, as revealed in the ſcriptures, ** the fanc- 
« tification,”” „ the miniſtration of the Spirit, „“ the waſh- 
ing of water by the word, 2 Cor. i. 8. Eph. v. 26. 
which remains in its matter, the obedience, and ſprinkli 
of the blood of JesUs CHRIST. For fatisfaQtion in this 
ſenſe of the paſſage, I have only to refer the reader to it, in 
the connection in which it _ * 

Rom. viit. 7. is brought b de F. 28, to prove 
the neceſſity of a — na bm in the —— of — ; 
but fleſh and Spirit, in the 8th of Romans, intends law and 
goſpel, cormectively confidered, with the ſtates they ſeverally 
exhibit; or law and goſpel 1 together, the 

2 tes 


| 


1 


ſtates they ſeverally exhibit, as does alſo Phil. iii. 3, 4. com- 
pared with v. 9. In this ſenſe alſo is feb and _ to be 
underſtood in the Epiſtle to the Galatians. And the mind, 
ſtanding in the fleſh, in the fir/t Adam, the flate exhibited in 
the threatenings of the law, 1s ** enmity againſt Gop, in as 


much as it is not ſubject to the law of Gop, (though it 


4 follows after righteouſneſs)” neither indeed can be in the 


fleſh, in the ſtate and condition of the firſt Adam under the 


law; but ſtanding in the righteouſneſs of the ſecond Adam, 
who obeyed the law, and flew the fate of enmity by the 
croſs, there is the anſwer of a good conſcience to GOD: So, 
while to be carnally minded is death, to be ſpiritually minded 
is life and peace. 2 Cor. vi. 15. cited by M. de F. in the 
ſame page, in the ſame defence, I eſteem already anſwered 
by what I have offered upon the 16th verſe of the ſame 
chapter, as cited by M. de F. in her 2oth page. © JEHovan 
* muſt ceaſe to be holy, ceaſe to be pure, before he can 
* hold communion and fellowſhip with impure and unholy 
„ ſinners.” The voice faid to Peter, Acts x. 15. What 
% Gop hath cleanſed, that call thou not common.” So, 
the goſpel upbraids M. de F. declaring that when Jesus 
ſuffered without the gate, he ſanctified the people by his 
own blood, Heb. xiii. 12. 

If our communion with Gop, is upon the ground of 
being made holy and pure, in our own proper perſons, where 
is the neceſlity of a mediator between Gop and man? If 
Gop holds communion and fellowſhip with us, upon the 
ground of our being holy, and pure in our own individual 
perſons and faculties, it cannot be wholly upon the ground 
of the mediatorſhip of Jesus ; which, to affirm, would be 
contrary to the ſcriptures, which declare, © That by him we 
«© have boldneſs to enter into the holieſt;” and that © in 
* him Gop is well pleaſed.” Heb. x. 19. Mat. iii. 17. 
M. de F. adds, I mean thoſe who are nlt:gether ſo, and 
© whoſe hearts are in a ſtate of fetal enmity and rebellion 
* againſt him.” As much as to ſay, I do not mean thoſe 
that are ſo in part, and whoſe hearts retain a degree of en- 
mity. But upon this plan how ſhall it be ſettled where the 
line is to be drawn, between“ impure and unholy ſinners, 
and thoſe that are not ** altogether,” and in“ total,” ſo? 
The moſt vile thinks he is excceded in wickedneſs by ſome. 
: Moreover, 


1 


Moreover, if IruOVA is “ of purer eyes than to 
© behold iniquity,” though fin may be but in ever ſo ſmall a 
degree, it muſt be an effectual barrier to communion with 
him. So if Gop holds communion with us, or we with 
him, upon the ground of, or by, any purity and holineſs in 
our own proper perſons and faculties, it muſt be altogether 
perfect. But this M. de F. confeſſes it is not; therefore 
our communion with Gop, and his with us, can be only 
upon the ground of the mediatorſhip of Jesus CHRIST, 
and by that alone; and not by any “ change” that M. de F. 
dreams muſt take place in man foe that purpoſe: for as I E- 
HOVAH's nature of holineſs is only complacent in Jesvus, 
communion can be held by him, nor with him, no other 
way than in that complacency: if otherwiſe, how can 
CHRIST be the end of the law for righteouſneſs to every 
one that believeth ? 

The new creatureſhip, hinted in the ſame 28th page, is 
not, as mentioned in the ſcriptures, by“ imparted holi- 
© neſs,” but in CHRIST Jrsus, “ in whom is no fin,” 
who was made fin for us, that we might be made “ the 
« righteouſneſs of Gop in him,” whereby alone we are 
new creatures. Hence we read, If any man be in 
* CHRIST he is a new creature.” 2 Cor. v. 17. 

2 Cor. iii. 18. cited by M. de F. in the ſame page, ap- 
pears to reſpect the apoſtles in the plainneſs and openneſs of 
their miſſion and its glory, compared with the miniſtration of 
the law, and Moſes, who put a veil over his face. See v. 7--- 
11, 12, 13.---But here I would obſerve, that as the apoſ- 
tles, in their miſſion, were transformed into the image of 
the heavenly, the ſecond Adam, as alive from the dead; fo 
thoſe beholding his glory as unveiled by them, and believing 
in his name, as their repreſentative, ſee themſelves made 
new creatures in Him, and perfectly bleſſed with all his 
Image. N 
1 Theil. v. 23, 24. cited by M. de F. in defence of 
the ſame hypothetis, makes nothing for it ; admitting of it as 
intending ſimplicity and ſanctity gf manners, and blameleſs 
walking in the church, and in the world; which the apoſtle 
might, very conſiſtently. with the plan of complete redemp- 
tion in Jesus, wiſh and pray they might always perſevere 
in, for the good and profit of their fellow-creatures, in obe- 
dience to the order of GOD their Saviouk JESUS CHRIST. 
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Page 
« ſanctified in their own perſons, and that wholly in body, 


29. © He (the apoftle) prays that bin b be 
% ſoul, and ſpirit.” If M. de F. underſtands this of im- 


parted holineſs, does not Paul here pray for more than ſhe 


believes to be attainable in this world? “ Now, if ſancti- 
*« fication is imputed, and not imparted, the apoſtle's prayer 
« was very injudicious.” So it was, if he believed and 
meant, ſanctification in M. de F.'s ſenſe, praying that they 
might be preſerved blameleſs, it he thought, like her, that 
they would not be blamelets, till the nature and being of ſin 
ſhould be deſtroyed out of them, which he knew would con- 
tinue during life. But as I think Paul confiſtent, I con- 
clude that he did not mean, nor had any idea of ſuch a 
ſanctification as M. de F. ſpeaks of, but that he meant the 
perſeverance of the Theſſalonians, in the truth and fimpli- 
city of the unadulterated goſpel, moſt ſtedfaſtly ; or their 
uncealing purſuit of circumipection, and ſimplicity of man- 
ners, or both, which appears moſt likely from the emphatic 
manner of cxpreſſion in the paſſage and its connection. 
* Who alſo will do it,” particularly noticed by M. de F. 
reſpeQs their preſervation in the truth blameleſs unto the 
coming of CuRISH, and not her 1gnts fatuus, any-thing or 
nothing- ſanctification, which ſhe ſays is a perlonal thing 
« wrought upon the ſoul by the power of the Holy Ghoſt.” 
That“ while the believer is in this world, it is a growing 
* but imperfe&t work.” Yet that hereby he is “ truly 
% ſaved from the love and dominion of fin.” But the body 
of fin remains, and will dwell in the Chriſtian while the 
* Chriſtian dwells in a tabernacle of clay,” and is ** conti- 
„ nually rebelling againſt the new man, the hidden man 
« of the heart. Striving for the maſtery.” Unriddle 
this who can! I aſk who is the new man M. de F. ſpeaks 
of? Is it any part of our bodies or fouls? If not, it is 
none of us; and if none of us, it cannot be holineſs in our 
*« own proper perſons.” If it is part of foul or body, then 
not the whole: and part of the will and affections ſanctified, 
is to me, and muſt, I think, to all others, be inexplicable. 
The new man in ſcripture, is that which IEsus made Jew 
and Gentile in himſelf, Eph. ii. 15. when he made . 
That which is © created after Gop in — and 
true holineſs, Eph. iv. 24. and intends the new ſtate and 
ſtanding of righteouſneſs brought in for us before Gop 


in 
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in the perſon of CHrisT; as the old man intends, the 
old ſtate and ſtanding, which was crucified with CHRIST. 
The hidden man of the heart” intends nothing beſide, or 
diſtinct trom the perſon of man, but man in all his heart and 
inward powers. 

In page Zo. M. de F. faith, “ Sin is a conſtant rebel, 
and never gives up one inch of ground but what is wreſt- 
ed from it by the omnipotent arm of Jexovan. Here 
* commences the ſpiritual warfare.” I aſk is man an active 
party in this warfare? oris he only a for the combatants ? 
This warfare, every one born of Gop,” M. de F. ſays, 
is acquainted with.” The ſcripture ſaith, © Whoſoever 
* is born of Gop doth not commit fin ;” but, according to 
M. de F. they poſſibly may, at times, be indulging the 
love of fin” in their hearts, and “' the practice of ini- 
«« quity” in their lives. All the concluſion I can make here- 
from is, that John and M. de F. had different views of the 
new birth, and of the ſtate brought in thereby. And Ifaiah 
and Daniel difter widely from her reſpeRing the warfare, and 
reſpecting ſin, for Iſaiah ſaith, The warfare is accom- 
„ pliſhed, and iniquity pardoned,” conſiſtent with divine 
juſtice, Iſa. xl. 1. And Daniel faith Meſſiah ſhould finiſh 
tranſgreſſion, and make an end of fin, Dan. ix. 24. This 
warfare, M. de F. ſays, The Antimonian denies ;” fo 
does Ifaiah and all the ſcriptures, in her ſenſe and view of 
it; for what ſhe ſpeaks of has no exiſtence but in popular 
traditional ſentiment. The Bible knows of no ſuch thing as 
that which ſhe fancies. | 

Eph. vi. 10. 18. 2 Cor. x. 4, 5. are cited by M. de F. 
in defence of her warfare. Any one that conſults the paſſages 
may fee, with any attention, that they have nothing to do 
with ſuch a matter; but that the firſt intends the oppoſition 
the apoſtles and their followers met with from the heathen 
reigning powers, and the Judaifing teachers; and to ſtand 
all this perſecution patiently, and error manfully, they were 
exhorted to take the whole armour of Gop. The laſt in- 
tends the goſpel truth, which condemned and triumphed, in 
its divine proof, over all error. Timothy's fighting the 
good tight of faith, 1 Tim. vi. 12, was his contending ear- 
neſtly for the faith, in oppoſition to all error. And John, 


chap. v. ver. 4. of his firſt epiſtle, (which is alſo brought by 
M. de F.) intends that victory of the world which is by the 
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faith of Jesus CnRisr, which is by him as exhibited in 
the goſpel, who overcame the world for us, John xvi. 33. 
And we enjoy Hit victory believing in his name, as our 
ctun. r 

Gal v. 17. cited by M. de F. page 31, in the ſame de- 
fence, makes nothing for her. For Paul is there ſpeaking 
of their caſe if they walked in, or after the fleſh, (under 
the law in the firſt Adam) and not wholly in and after the 
Spirit. The goſpel, as exhibiting the ſecond Adam. | That in 
ſuch a caſe they could not do the things that they would, 
becauſe fleſh and ſpirit, law and goſpel, being contrary the 
one to the other; for attending to b:th circumciſian and 
CartsT, the law and goſpel; for the attaining of righteouſ- 
neſs, they could not attain to it by eher. By the late they 
could not, for by the law is the knowledge of fin only. Nei- 
ther could they by CuRIST, while they attended to the 
law, and received him not as the end of it for righteouſ- 
neſs. In this caſe, viz. while they were walking after the 
fleth conjorntly with the Spirit, he tells them they could not do 
the things that they would. Hence he adds, v. 18---** But 
« if ye be led by the Spirit, ye are not under the /aw.” | 
offer this as that which I think the genuine ſenſe of the paſ- 
ſage from the apoſtle's main drift in this epiſtle, and his 
chain and connection of reaſoning throughout the ſame ; 
and ſubmit it to the conſideration of every impartial reader. 
It the“ new nature” is the“ Spirit of Gop” in the 
heart,“ as M. de F. ſuggeſts, I atk, how is it poſſible for 
God to be captivated, as ſhe ſaith the“ new man” ſome- 
times is? page 31. Or how a holy principle can be capti- 
vated by oy without degenerating into fin, I own I can 
have no idea of. Then the Chriſtian groans, being bur- 
* dened.” Who groans? What groans? Sin? or the 
«© new man,” the“ new nature?” Why the © new na- 
« ture,” according to the popular ſentiment* of it, doth 
not fin, but the fleſh does nothing but fin, they tell us. 
What, then, does the new innocent man bear the guilt and 
ſin of the old, and groan and grieve for his crimes, which 
he was no way acceſſary to? It ſeems, then, that the 
„ new man” has but a poor reſtleſs life, for the old man 
can do nothing but fin, as ſome tell us. M. de F. prp- 


* 1 do not aſſert this ſentiment univerſally popular, 
ceeds, 
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cceds, His joy is turned into ſorrow, his day into night, 
« his triumphant ſongs into mournful lamentations.” How 
very different this to the account the Bible gives us of the 
Chriſtian; where we read that in Gop's holy mountain 
there ſhould be no hurting or deſtroying. That there Gon 
would wipe away tears from all faces, Ifa. xxv. 8. that 
there ſhould be no more wrath nor rebuking, Ifa. liv. . 
that there ſhall be no night, Rev. xxi. 25. that we are not 
come to blackneſs and darkneſs, Heb. xii. 18. that the 
goſpel does not adminiſter the ſpirit of bondage again to 
fear, but that of ſonſhip, whereby we cry, ABBA FATHER, 
Rom. viii. 15. But if M. de F. lives under the law, no 
wonder ſhe ſhares the fate of the bond woman, not to live 
in the houſe for ever. Job, David, and Paul; are preſſed 
into her experience, and Iſaiah and Micah into her ſenti- 
ment of a Chriſtian walking in darkneſs of ſoul. Rom. . vii. 
22, 23, 24, is quoted, as a proof of Paul's being in it; 
but Paul, if impartially examined, will be found, in the 
7th of Romans, to be ſpeaking not of any feeling peculiar 
to the Chriftian as ſuch, but of a frailty man is conſcious 
of, whenever he conſiders the law in its own native fpiritua- 
lity: For judging the law to be a rule of righteouſneſs, and 
afſenting to it, that it is holy, juſt, and good, and reflecting 
upon the irregular inclinmgs of his ſenſual appetite, he can 
no longer withhold the confeſſion, ---** The law is ſpiritual, 
© but I am carnal, fold under fin.”---This is the ſtate of 
every man living, believer and unbeliever, if judged in 
their own perſons, under the law. 

The urgency and inclining of the ſenſual appetite, (called 
here, by Paul, a law in his members) contrary to the rea- 
ſon, judgment, or conſcience, men are ſeverally efled 
of, is a frailty; a frailty common to all men poſſeſſed of 
any judgment, reaſon, or conſcience. This frailty, or 
Fallenneſs of human nature, Paul conteffes in the 7th of Ro- 
mans, owning himſelf, by the law, a wretched man, carnal, 
fold under fin, only ſerving it with his mind, ſo was not a 
itep forwarder herein than the reſt of his fellow- creatures; 
for he only ſerved it by affenting in judgment to it, that it 
was good, for he tells us, that how to perform the good, he 
found not; yea, that with the fleb he ſerved the law of 
fin. Not that he lived immoral in conduct, but he had all 
the feelings and paſſions of _ nature about him, which 

in 
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in chemſelves are tranſgreſſions of the law, in its —_— : 
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But this knowledge and ſenſation of himſelf was ſo far from 
cauſing him grief, darkneſs, &c. that he triumphs over all 
he naturally was, or that he felt as a deſcendant of Adam, 
as having perfect deliverance from it all in IE SsUs, v. 25. I 
defy the world to prove, that Paul had any of the modern 
doubts and fears, ſoul darkneſs, and burdens, which are 
cried up as part of the experience of Gop's people, in this 
day. Next David is brought in, Pſalm cxliii. 1-4. where 
he is only a mouth 8 for Ixsus, expreſſing himſelf 
upon his ſufferings, by way of alluſion to his own temporal 
calamities, when flying from the face of Saul. But to apply 
the Pſalms in their direction to man, as well as Jesvs, 
(except as included and comprehended in, and one with him 
as Head,) is to me as putting the holy anointing oil, Exodus 
XXX. 31, 32. upon the fleth of man, in their ſeparate and 
diſtind perſonalities. The Pſalms appear to be pure pre- 
phecy in the abſtract, holding forth Jesvs only ;. not an 
hiſtorical account of Iſrael at large, or ſome characters 
among that people in particular, except by way of alluſion 
and reference, but treats of JESUS only as the afrve, exerciſed 
character therein exhibited, and of the pezple only, as 
blefſed by him. Indeed no prophecy in the Pſalms, Moſes, 
or any of the prophets, applied to JIxsus perſonally, could 
ever poſſibly be applied to any other perſonally upon earth, 
except by way of ear and alluſian, without making them 
perſonally, what he was perſonally ; which would be ab- 
ſurdity. I defy M. de F. and her employer, to produce one 
inſtance from the Pſalms, or any part of the ſcriptures, 
where the character applied perſonally to IExsus, is applied 
alſo perſonally to any of his people. 

In what M. de F. makes her Chriſtian ſay, page 32, ſhe 
contradicts herſelf, as ſhe does often in her book Sin 
e ſhall not have dominion over me, for I am not under 
the law but under For if the new man is capti- 
vated by fin, as ſhe ſays he is ſometimes, does not fin at 
ſuch times domineer ? Has not the captivator dominion over 
the captivated ? a 

Having ſnewed M. de F. has produced no ſeripture as yet 
but by miſapplication, in ſupport of her ſentiments, I ſhall 
paſs on through page the 33d, regardleſs of her ravings, to 
deliver Micah next out of her poſſeſſion. Micah vii. 8, 9. 
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cited · page 34. treats of no ſpiritual deſertion, and“ dark- 
«*« neſs upon the account of fin, and backſliding,” in M. de 
F.'s ſenſe. But theſe are words put into the mouth of the 
le of the Jews, as a proper anſwer to the Chaldeans and 
domites, who rejoiced at their downfal and captivity, and 
to aſſure them, that though they fell thus, they ſhould ariſe 
again ; and though they walked for the preſent in the dark- 
neſs of captivity, TheLams would be their light, and re- 
ſtore them again to their own land ; and, to encourage them 
to bear this indignation of the Lox D, according to his manner 
of dealing under that diſpenſation, for their ſin againſt him 
as a land and nation, by idolatry and oppreſſion, till he 
ſhould plead their cauſe, in their deliverance from Babylon. 
And as to Ifaiah I. 10. which M. de F. deems beautifull 
commented upon, in her ſenſe, by Micah vii. 8. 9. it will 
be found, upon impartial examination, to have no ſuch ten- 
dency as M. de F. ſuggeſts, but to be ſpeaking of the dark- 
neſs of national diſtreſs upon the people of the Jews ; in the 
midſt of which, thoſe that waited for the promiſe of the 
MEss1AH are comforted, by being informed, that the LoxD 
was ſtill to be the obje of their truſt and confidence, in 
reſpect to the fulfilment of that promiſe of the MEess1Aan, 
which was all one, ſtill permanent, whatever might be their 
national ſtate. But if applicd as M. de F. would have it, it 
ſuggeſts that a man is —— to believe without any light, 
which is impoſſible in the nature of things, for all belief and 
truſt is upon the clear light of evidence and proof; and it is 
as impoſſible to“ believe in the dark,” as is the cant modern 
hraſe, as it is to credit that which is not any way revealed. 
f it is replied, it is not meant that the je revealed, to be 
believed on, is in the dark, but that we are in the dark, how? 
Reſpecting a revelation of the object? If ſo, the abject is not 


clearly in the light, to us. If it be ſaid, the darkneſs is re- 


ing our own ſtate ; in anſwer hereto it may be obſerved 

op has not left us in the dark reſpeCting our ſtate by nature, 
nor grace, for he has told us that we are not righteous, , but 
_— unprofitable by nature; but that he was in 
« CHRIsT reconciling the world unto himſelf, not imputing 
«« their treſpaſſes unto them, but hath made him to be fin 
4 for us, who knew no fin, that we might be made the 
„ righteouſneſs of Gop in him,” and exclaims, Look 
*© unto me, and be ſaved.“ * if imparted holineſs in man 
2 18 
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is contended for, as a dark and difficult thing to be made 
out ſatisfactorily to the mind, I own it is fo, and can be no 
otherwife, as Gop never determined any way about ſuch a 
thing, nor as much as mentioned it once by any of the pro- 
phets or apoftles ; and no man to this day could ever fay, 
with a ſaſe conſcience, aſſuredly, and without doubt, that 
he poſſeſſed it. But M. de F. makes quite ſure that this 
pa age is on her fide, and that it proves it poflible for a 

liever er are * to walk in darkneſs, and ſee no light ;” 
and in conſequence of being reduced to fo fad a ſituation, he 
is exhorted to truſt in the Loxy,” and encouraged to 
« ſtay upon his Gop :” It will be a happy thing for five if 
he takes heed to the exhortation, and has no more to do 
with the idol“ imparted holineſs.” 

Ifa. xlv. 15. cited page 35. in the defence of a child of 
light walking in darkneſs, reſpects not any hiding of Gop 
from the view of his people, by withdrawing his preſence,” 
as is the current modern phraſe ; for, to ſay nothing here 
of the enthuſiaſm and abſurdity of ſuch a ſentiment, and its 
impoſſibility, as long as his revelation of mercy continues, 
it is evident this paſſage runs parallel with, “ How un- 
« ſearchable is his wiſdom, and his ways paſt finding out!” 
and is brought in by Ifaiah upon a ſimilar oceaſion to that 
for which this is brought in by Paul. Next Job is brought 
in, as an experimental proof of the doctrine of walking in 
darkneſs, Job xix. 8. xxiii. 3. 8. 10. But it muſt be evi- 
dent to every one that conſiders the 19th chapter of Job, that 
he is there ſpeaking of temporal calamity and trouble ; 
which he expreſſes in very ſublime figures, according to his 
ſenſation thereof, when his friends vexed his ſoul, and 
broke him in pieces with their words, v. 1. And in the 
23d chapter Job anſwers Eliphaz the Temanite's bitter aſ- 

ns, and falſe charges, chap. xxii. 6---14. and declares 

is readineſs to ſtand before his MAaKER's ſeat in judgment, 
2 reſpecting what Eliphaz laid to his charge, but con- 
es his cauſe did not yet appear to be pleaded by Gop, in 
his Providence, neither was there as yet granted him any 
vifion, or appearance of Gop, in any manner for this pur- 
ſe, which was common to thoſe times ; whereby matters 
n difpute between him and his friends might be decided to 
their ſatisfaction. But though it were not ſo, he committed 
himſelf to him who always judged righteouſly, confidently 
expecting 
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2 deliverance from his preſent trial; and reſting 
aſſured, knowing his innoceney, he ſhould a as pure 
gold, quite free from all. the droffy charges of his friends. 

ut Job was never in darkneſs, in M. de F.'s ſenſe, never 
once doubted of his intereſt in CHRIST, but ſtedfaſtly 
believed in Gop, his Saviour, barely upon the ground of 
the promiſe then in being: And all his temporal calamities 
and troubles, were fo tar from having any ſuch effect upon 
him, that in the midſt of all his moſt keen trials, he 
triumphed in Gop his SAviouR, ſaying, „I know that 
« my Redeemer liveth,” &c,---< though he flay me 
yet will I truſt in him.” And I am ſtrongly inclined to 
think, were it not for the propagation of Judaiſm in the po- 
pular doctrine, every one believing the report of IE SUS dying 
for our fins, and riſing again for our juititication, would be 
happy therein, and never tormented with any lurking ſuſpi- 
cion of right thereto, and intereſt therein. 

Pſalm xxx. 6, 7. is cited by M. de F. in the ſame page, to 
ſupport the idea of GD hiding his face from his people. 1 
ſee no reaſon why it ſhould not be applied to CHRIST. M. 
de F.'s argument in ſupport of it, as belonging to David, 
and not CHRIST, page 36. is, that the perſon here ſpeak- 
ing had been miſtaken, tor he had faid, ** That his moun- 
* tain was made fo ſtrong by the divine favour, that it 
% ſhould never be moved; © but, Loxp, favs he, thou 
1 hideſt thy face, and I was troubled.” She further faith, 
« Now this could never be ſpoken of the LoxD Jesvus 
© CHRisT, for he was never miſtaken, never deceived. 
„% He was truly infallible, and incapable of error or 
„ miſtake.” That this ſeeming advantage was taken by 
an abuſe of a figure of ſpeech, w:ttingly, I will by no means 
affirm, I would rather eſteem it an overſight. It I knew it 
would be perſiſted in as good reaſoning, I would aſk M. de 
F. what ſhe could make of the parable of the vineyard, 
where God is repreſented ſaying, They will reverence my 
% Son,” and thereupon ſent him: but they flew him, ſce 
Mat. xxi. 37. and of the account of the barren fig tree, that 
Jesvs ſaw afar off, in his way from Bethany to Jeruſalem, 
and being hungry, came unto it, if haply he might find any 
thing thereon---and when he came he found nothing but 


leaves, Mark xi. 11, 12. Why may not the 3oth Pſalm be 


applied to CHRIST, as well as this account be eſteemed 
true, 
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true, and the parable of the vineyard applied to the FATHER,: 
when the form of expreſſion can be accounted for, as a figure 
of ſpeech treating of things as they appear, according to 

eſent probability? And Pſalm cxix. 67. 176. that M. de 
F. is ſo much againſt applying to CHRIST, will, I chink, 
bear ſuch an application as well as Pfalm the 40th, in 
which we find | thus expreſſing himſelf, (ver. 12.) 
« Innumerable evils have compaſſed me about, mine ini- 
„ quitics have taken hold upon me, ſo that I am not able to 
« look up; they are more than the hairs of my head, there- 
« fore my heart faileth me.” This Pſalm is applied to 
CHkrIsT, Heb. x. 5---9. 10. And Pſalm Kix. in which he 
thus ſpeaks, ** O Gon, thou knoweſt my fooliſhneſs, and 
« my ſins are not hid from thee,” (ver. 5.) is applied to 
CHx1srT, John 4i. 17. and Rom. xv. 3. M. de F. thinks 
„I have gone aſtray like a loſt ſheep” in Pſalm exix. cannot 
be applied to CHR1sT, becauſe he never went aſtray ; but 
ſaith, The guilt of his people's ſtraying was indeed im- 
« puted to him.” Yea, the ftraying itſelf was laid upon him, 
if the ſtraying was iniquity, for the Loxgp laid upon him 
the iniquity of us all. And theſe expreſſions of CHRIS in 
the Pialms, owning the fin and iniquities of the people's as 
his own, are accounted for by what Paul favs, Eph. v. 31, 
22. * And they two ſhall be one fleſh. This is a great 
«« myſtery, but I ſpeak of CuRIST and the church.“ — 
27. we are favoured with an eclogue of M. de F. on the book 
of Pſalms, as A beautiful deſcription of the experience of 
„the church of CurisT in all ages. There (ſays By 
« we ſee the triumphs of faith, the murmurs of unbelief, 
the breathings of a devout ſoul after CHEsT and holi- 
« neſs, after communion and. fellowſhip with Gop, and 
« conformity to his image.” * The murmurs of unbelief, 
being put by M. de F. in the“ beautiful deſcription,” puts 
me in mind of what paſſes current in the popular religious 
world, viz. ** Doubts and fears are marks of faith.” The 
manner in which M. de F. has repreſented the Pſalms, in 
her beautiful deſcription,” if attended to in that view, 
may be the means of as much ſpiritual pride, and ſelf- 
righteouſneſs, as the books of any epicure, or ſenſualiſt, can 
be of unclcanneſs and wantonneſs. Experience (as it is 
called) would thereby be worſhipped as an idol, and con- 


ſulted, for comfort and joy, as it is this day in the religious 
world. 
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world, Hear a ſpecimen of the manner of comforting now 
in faſhion. We will behold a preacher addreſſing himſelf to 
his congregation, in the applicatory part of his ſermon, in 
theſe words (ſuppoſing he has been ſpeaking from Blefſed 
are the pure in heart, for they ſhall ſee Gor”), „ Well, 
my brethren, are your hearts made pure? though not per- 
*« fettly, are they not e made ſo? So that the /zve 
and power of impurity is broken therein, and the feeling of 
*« impurity is become a burden to you. But perhaps ſome 
poor dear child of Gop is ſaying, I am afraid I have no 
*« purity of heart at all- my heart is ſo wicked, my affec- 
tions ſo vile,” &c. But, quoth the preacher, ©* Do you 
% not hate yourſelf for it? Are you not ſincerely defiring 
*« purity and preſsing after holineſs? And is it not your 
«« greateſt burden, that you are ſo unholy ?” The poor dear 
child of Gop is made to anſwer in the affirmative, that 
* he can ſincerely fay, he wiſhes to be holy as he wiſhes to 
be happy. Then he is comforted by My foul for thine, 
*« doubting Chriſtian, the work is of grace,” (or)“ The 
<« work of grace is truly begun in thee, Would to Gop I 
could fee thouſands in thy caſe! Be of good cheer, thou 
art no hypocrite, if thou wert thou wouldſt not be exer- 
«*« ciſed with fear as thou art; go on, poor ſoul,” &c. But if 
a “ ſinner” is found who has only a “ deſire to defire” to 
be holy, he is comforted by being told, that ©* never grew 
in Nature's garden.” Among other characters, a profli- 
gate ſinner juſt “ awakened” is introduced, with all the de- 
vouring flames about him, “ juſt ſinking into hell!“ who 
cries, ** Save, Loxrp, or I periſh.” Perhaps it may be de- 
clared to him CHRIST is a SAVIOUR, and he may be ex- 
' horted to truſt in him, F he is really weary of fin, / he is 
„ heartily ſorry for it, becauſe againſt a holy Gop, and if 
he ſincerely purpoſes, by the grace of Gop enabling him, 
to lead a new life for the future, hereby the man's heart, 
which jumped at firſt hearing of a SaviouR, is again 
appalled, 'and lead into doubt of right to him, upon being 
examined, about his fincere and hearty ſorrow for fin, and 
good purpoſes, &c. The whole is concluded with a ©* word 
eto the unawakened finner;” and after he is charged with 
having“ no purity of heart,” nor “ detire after” it, he is 
reminded, that without holineſs “ in his own proper perſon” 
he can never fee Gop. If this ſort of preaching is not cal- 
culated 
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culated to produce pride, envy, hatred, malice, and all un- 
charitableneſs, to eclipſe the glory of Jesvs as a free 
SAaviouR, and make all who are attentive to their own feel- 
ings miſerable, if they receive it, I do not know what is. 
This is Myſtery, Babylon, the mother of harlots, and abo- 
minations of the earth. The voice of divine Majeſty faith, 

Come out of her, O my people.” | 
But to proceed, Page 37. Godly ſorrow and evan- 
« gelical CR ſay the diſciples of James Relly, what 
« legal ſtuff is that?” M. de F. has mentioned James Relly 
again, although ſhe ſaid ſhe had no defign to be perſonal, 
and that it was doctrines and not men ſhe had to do with in 
her treatiſe. I would have M. de F. examine what is in- 
tended by © Godly ſorrow and repentance,'” mentioned 
2 Cor. vii. 10. by conſulting the connection, before ſhe 
writes upon it again, haply ſhe might ſee the meaning 
thereof more clear. I aſk her if what ſhe imputes to the 
diſciples of James Relly, viz. ** CHRIST was ſorrowful on 
« the account of fin,” is not true? What did Iss mean 
when he ſaid “ The ſorrows of death compatied me about, 
and the pains of hell gat hold upon me. I found trouble 
„and forrow.” Pſalm cxvi. 3. My foul is exceeding ſor- 
« rowful, even unto death,” © And he died for fin, and fin 
is for ever pardoned and done away.” So fays the apoſtles, 
as well as the diſciples of James Relly.---< Who was de- 
*« livered for our offences,” Rom. iv. 25. He died unto 
«« fin once,” Rom. vi. 10. He appeared to put away fin 
« by the ſacrifice of himſelf,” Heb. ix. 26. Through 
* this man is preached unto you the forgiveneſs of ſins,” 
Acts xiii. 38. It is a debt diſcharged, and who is ever 
& ſorry upon the account of a debt that is paid?” Is it nor 
diſcharged ? If it is not, how is it to be diſcharged ? If it is 
not diſcharged, CHrIsT is dead in vain. But was not his 
reſurrection a teſtimony of his diſcharge, as having paid the 
debt? And no man can be poſſibly tory for a “ debt diſ- 
« charged,” (for I uſe M. de F.'s phraſe) as if not diſ- 
charged. However he may reflect upon his folly in impru- 
dently contracting the debt, yet he cannot but rejoice that it 
is diſcharged, and can be no more charged upon him. 
Neither can that man refrain rejoicing, that believes, that 
by the righteouſneſs of one, the free gift is come upon 
« him, without his toil or labour,” to the juſtification of 
; life, 
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life, and has perfectly freed him from the offence, and 
judgment to condemnation, in which he was involved by the 
diſobedience of one; and however he diſapproves his paſt 
conduct with regret, wherever judged any way injurious, 
and heartily aſſents to its manifeſling him to be carnal, fold 
under fin, yet he cannot but rejoĩce to ſee ſin put away; nor 
can he now, ſtanding in the light, dare to bring any heart 
forrow for ſin, as againſt a holy Gop, or any dine 
breathings after holineſs in future, into the ſanctuary of the 
Lord, knowing that“ the blood of Jesus CHrIsT alone 
*© cleanſeth him from all fin ;” and that all beſide, con- 
feſſed before Gop for the peace and comfort of the con- 
ſcience, is idolatry, and belongs to Myſtery Babylon. Our 
«© buſineſs is to look to CHRIST and rejoice.” Can M. de 
F. ſay it is not? Does not the apoſtle exhort, © Rejoice in 
« the Lorp always, and again I fay rejoice t” © And while 
and ſeeking to work out their ſalvation with fear and 
« trembling, we confide in a finiſhed ſalvation.” If their 
mourning over their ins is } as wg or directed by them to 
Gop, it is as lite to goſpel, as the Jews cutting off 
a dog's neck and offering ſwine's blood, would have been to 
the law of Moſes. So that ſuch that are ſecking to add any 
thing to the finiſhed work of CHRIST, are Phariſees indeed; 
and thoſe that ** confide in a finiſhed falvation,” cannot be 
wrong if the ſcriptures are right, ſince they invariably direct 
to it, ſaying, © Truſt ye in the Lorp for ever.” Again, 
« We know that there is no fin to a believer.” I aſk M. 
de F. in what ſenſe ſhe holds © fin to a believer :” Is it by 
the charge of the fact being found upon him? and if it is, 
how it is to be removed? If M. de F. eſteems aſſerting a 
believer to be free from fin in conſcience before Gop, to be 
Antinomianiſm, David and Paul were Antinomians, for 
David faith, Pſalm xxxii. 1, 2. Blefſed is the man to 
« whom the Loxp imputeth not iniquity, and in whoſe 
Spirit is no guile. Bleſſed is the man to whom the Lox D 
«© jmputcth not ſin,” Rom. iv. 8, 


„The law is abolifhed and done away; and where no 
% law is, there is no tranſgrefſion.” Paul faith, Eph. ii. 
15. Having aboliſhed in his fleſh the enmity, the law of 
„% commandments, contained in ordinances ;” and Rom. iv. 
15. Where no law is, there is no tranſgreſſion.” Is M. de 

. writing againſt Paul perſonally, or againſt his doctrine in 
K particular ? 


the Phariſce and the Legaliſt are mourning over their fins, - 


oy 
=o 2 ne IEPnwp . — 


— . 


2 —— — — 


1 66 ) 


particular? for ſhe adds, This is the darling language 
« of Antinomianiſm ; but it is contrary to ſound reaſon.” 
Then the prophets and apoſtles were Antinomians, and 
ſpoke contrary to“ ſound reaſon,” ** contrary to the Bible.“ 
h! hold M. de F. what! Bible language, almoſt ver- 
batim, and ſome of it quite ſo, contrary to the Bible ? Im- 
poſſible ? What is Antinomianiſm and the Bible ſo much 
alike, that M. de F. in oppoſing Antinomianiſm, muſt 
quote the Bible, and then ſo far forget herſelf as to ſay, It 
is contrary to the Bible?” It puts me in mind of-“ He 
4% caſteth out devils by Beelzebub, the prince of the devils.” 
M. de F. in oy the Antinomian doctrine contrary to 
ſound reaſon, has the following obſervation, page 38. And 
* though he (“a valuable friend”) has forgiven me all my 
« faults, and even aſſures me that he will not even ſo much as 
*« once give them a place in his thoughts, ought not the lan- 
« guage of my heart to be, How ſhall I forgive myſelf, how 
_ ſhall I forget my ingratitude and egregious folly ?” I aſk, 
If when I am forgiven of my fellow creature, and courted to 
intimacy, if it would be reaſonable in me to ſtand aloof, 
hen I knew I alone were the offender, and rather retain a 
gnawing ſenſe of my crime, than thankfully enjoy and be 
glad in his pardon, and hold my happineſs merely by his 
o0d-will and kindneſs for the future? I aſk if pining and 
retting before my ©* benefactor” for my paſt offence, which 
he aſſures me is forgiven, is any way honourable to him, or 
reaſonable in me, provided I believe him ſincere in his pro- 
feſſions of forgiveneſs ? Would not ſuch conduct in me be 
8 to my benefactor? 
ech. xii. 10. cited by M. de F. reſpects the regret that 
takes place in the mind upon finding itſelf in an error, in 
rejecting Jesvs as the LoD Gop, the only SaviouR, as 
is evident from the paſſage itſelf. Jer. xxxi. 9. intends the 
ſame thing. See the place. As for 2 Cor. vii. 10. it has 
nothing at all to do with that to which M. de F. applies it, 
intending only the Corinthians ready reception of the apoſto- 
lic cenſure and reproof, and reforming «their conduct ac- 
cording to the direction of Gop by their mouths ;--- witneſs 
the connection of the paſſage. And as for Pſalm xxxviii. 6, 
7---17, 18. David therein ſpeaks prophetically, only as a 
mouth for Jzsvs, and his ſpeech is parallel and conſonant 
with the Pſalms I have inſtanced, as applied to CHRIS in 
the New Teſtament. Lam. i. 16, cited page 40. is a pro- 
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phetic deſeription of J xsus (together With the whole book) 
in his ſuffering ſtate, when bearing our ſins, figuratively 
repreſented by the ſiege and deſtruction of Jeruſalem. Matt. 
v. 4. Luke vi. 21. ſpeaks of no bleſſedneſs conſiſting in mourn- 
ing and weeping, as mult appear evident to all who notice the 
„ but in being comforted, and being made to 
augh. Myurning and weeping are no more here ſpoken of 
as any way accetiary to their being comforted, than fins are 
to the forgiveneſs of fins, in Acts xiii. 38. where we read, 
Through this man is preached unto you the forgiveneſs of 
*« fins.” Pſalm cxxvi. 5, 6. ſpeaks of the ſtate of adverſity 
and affliction, which JESUS underwent in his humiliation, 
by which (falling into the ground and dying) he brought 
forth much fruit, John xii. 24. which in this Pſalm is ex- 
hibited by the returning from the captivity of Babylon, as 
an apt re thereot, wherein thoſe that ſowed in tears 
reaped in joy. Having ſhewed M. de F.'s miſapplication 
of ſcripture, in endeavouring to ſupport her hypotheſis, I 
proceed, regardleſs of her foundationleſs babble, till I arrive 
at page the 42d, except one noted phraſe in page the 41ſt, 
where, ſpeaking of vehement ſorrow for fin, the addrefles the 
ſo conditioned, ſaying, ** Had it been in your power you 
*« would have taken revenge upon yourſelves for your paſt 
„ folly.” What? by whipping and ſcourging, and cutting 
with knives, and ſtinting the belly? I have heard of the 
Papiſts avenging themſelves upon themſelves ; but M. de F. 
is no Papiſt in profeſſion, is ſhe? But what does all ſuch ſen- 
ſation of inclination to revenge” on themſelves prove, but 
felf-righteouſneſs and pride, and ignorance of the finiſhed 
work of Jtsus, and irreconciliation to be faved by grace 
alone, without the deeds of the law. 

Page 42. M. de F. is about to conſider that grand Anti- 
nomian tenet, ©** That the moral law has ceaſed to be the 
© rule of a bclicver's conduct, as much as it has ceaſed to be 
a covenant of works.” Did not M. de F. dabble in 
this once before, to her own beſpattering? However, by 
this time ſhe thinks herfelf able to encounter again. In 
Page 42. M. de F. owns that the“ Lorp JESUS CHRIST 
« 1s become the end of the law, both moral and ceremonial, 
for righteouſneſs, to every one that believeth, yet aſſerts 
that the moral law ought ſtill to be conſidered as the rule 
f a believer's conduct,” affirming it the eternal rule of 
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*« righteouſneſs.” The law is holy, juſt, and good, ſo it 
ſtands in itſelf as a revelation of uncreated purity, a revealed 
delineation in words, of JEHovan's nature, as holy. But 
Jesus was the brightneſs of all foregoing glory, and the 
expreſs image of JEHOVAH's perſon. Here the law has no 
glory, by reaſon of the glory that excelleth,” 2 Cor. iii. 
10. and if M. de F. chuſes to call the law © the eternal rule 
of righteouſneſs,” I have no objection, ſo that it be 
eſteemed an eternal rule of righteouſneſs fulfilled in CHRIST, 
for us; but to us, for our b/ervation, it cannot be the 
« eternal rule of righteouſneſs,” for it is “ ſpiritual,” and 
we “are carnal, ſold under fin.” And if Cyr1sr is indeed 
the end of the law, moral, and ceremonial, for righteouſ- 
© neſs, to every one that believeth,” how can the law be to 
ſuah an one © the eternal rule of righteouſneſs,” for his ob- 
ſervation, in his “ own proper perſon?” And if it is ſo to 
him, in his“ own proper perſon,” it is ſo to him in vain, 
if he does not anſwer it in his“ own proper perſon,” which 
I conclude even M. de F. will not ſay ſhe does. What does 
ſhe more than others then? Page 43. M. de F. faith, 
CHRIST © has willed to be certain things to his people, and 
% to do certain thi for them.” I anſwer, in M. de 
F.'s words, The faithfulneſs and truth of his nature binds 
him to fulfil thoſe moſt ſacred engagements.” Then he 
has not engaged for them to keep the law. If fo they would, 
becauſe of ** the faithfulneſs and truth of his nature” en- 
gaging ; but that * not keep the law in their “ own 
«« proper perſons,” M. de F. bears witneſs, where ſhe ſays 
2 have, while here, “ the nature and being of fin.” M. 
de F. procceds, page 43, to aſſert the ſubjects of Jesvs, as 
King, to be under © a threefold obligation to pay the moſt 
ready, chearful, and prompt obedience, to fo; Mn com- 
„ mands he is pleaſed to give them.” Whatever obliga- 
tions M. de F. finds them to be under to obedience, I aſk 
her if ſhe finds them obedient to the law, or if they can 
poſſibly be ſo? The firſt obligation” is a ©* natural obliga- 
« tion,” as they are The creatures which his hands 
« formed out of the duſt,” by which ſhe efteems them 
« under a natural obligation to obey the commands of their 
„% CREATOR.” I aſk, if they exiſt as creatures by virtue 
of the innocency of the firſt Adam, of whom they are de- 
ſcendants, or by the redemption of the ſecond Adam? By 
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virtue of the firſt Adam's innocency they cannot exiſt, ſince 
it is no more. By virtue of the redemption of CHRIS 
they muſt therefore exiſt by whom ** things conſiſt,” 
Col. i. 17. fince Gop is gracious only in a way of juſtice; 
for by the W of the firſt Adam, their life and 
exiſtence was forfeited, and as it is ſpared, we may conclude 
it is ſpared graciouſly, conſiſtent with juſtice, fince Gop is juſt 
as well as Our natural life as creatures, therefore, 
muſt be by CHRIST, the REDEEMER; ſo we hold our na- 
tural life, not by virtue of our creatureſhip in the firſt Adam, 
(for that was forfeited by tranſgreſſion) but by virtue of the 
death and reſurrection of the ſecond Adam. All the obli- 
gation that was upon Adam as a creature, was in a law way, 
and fell upon Jesvs, when made of a woman under t 

law. When in the likeneſs of finful fleſh, found in 
% faſhion with man, and had on him the © form of a 
« ſervant.” All which obligation Jesus anſwered in his 
holy life, and cancelled in his ignominious, yet meritorious 
death; and all law bonds, tics, and engagements whatever, 
died with him, as belonging to the firſt ſtate, the fate of the 
firſt Adam, (either as innocent or nocent), Ixsus aboliſhing 
in his fleſh “ the enmity, the law of commandments, to 
make in himſelf of twain one new man, ſo making peace.” 
The ſecond is ©* a moral obligation“ as creatures poſſeſſed 
of rationality, grand, —_—— thinking faculties; which, 
« if properly exerciſed, muſt ſee and feel the juſtice, the 
« propriety, the fitneſs of every command which CRRIsr, 
as their great Gop, enjoins, and alſo of their being ſub- 
« jugated, and obedient in all things, to thoſe fo highly 
« reaſonable commands.” CyrisT did not come to give 
us commands, by the obſervation of which we might be 
ſaved, for he came ** not to be miniſtered unto, but to mi- 
« niſter.” He came to fave us, by obeying the law himſelf, 
and dying for us, nor has he enjoined to us a law, but ful- 
filled all law for us, and ſaved us moſt completely from our 
fins. He was never an exactor of ri htcouſneſs to any but 
Phariſces, and he was ſo to them to upbraid them for 
eſteeming themſelves righteous ; and whatever fitneſs and 
juſtice we ſee and feel in his commandments---** This do 
„ and thou ſhalt live---If thou wilt enter into life, keep the 
„ commandments,” &c. we ſee and feel (if we know our- 


ſelves) that we are not adequate to them, and that he _ 
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be their fulfiller himſelf, in his own perſon, for us, if they 
are fulfilled at all. As to his new commandment---** Love 
« one another,” delivered to the diſciples, inculcated in all 
the churches founded in the apoſtolic age, it was given as a 
direction for their good and benefit, one among another, as 
brethren; and the ſame Loxb directed, by the mouth of the 
apoſtle---** Do good unto all men, eſpecially to them that are 
aof the houſhold of faith,” and“ to maintain good works, 
becauſe good and profitable unto men. Theſe command- 
ments, or directions, beam with juſtice, propricty, and fit- 
neſs, which, upon attention, we cannot but ſce and feel, 
and to which we ſhould do well to attend more carefully, 
from day to day. But whenever our * thinking facultics” 
*«« ſee and feel” the juſtice, propriety, and fitneſs of the law, 
as holy, juſt, and good, let us be exerciſed, not in vain 
attempts to fulfil it in our own proper perſons, but in the 
contemplation of him, who is“ the end of it for rightcouſ- 
«« neſs, to every one that believeth, and employ ourſclves 
in “the anſwer of a good conſcience towards Gon, by the 
. *© reſurrection of Jesus CHRiIsT from the dead.” It M. 
de F. means that we are under a moral obligation” to 
keep the law, we muſt, according to her, in that caſe, be 
under a moral obligation” to be curſed, for there is none 
righteous, none that Keep the law) no not one. The third 
obligation mentioned in the ſame 43d page, is ſaid to be 
« a ſpiritual obligation,” as they are his “ ranſomed 
« people, &c. page 44. But M. de F. as his © ranſomed 
« people, his adopted children,” the purchaſe of his 
« blood,” the heirs of his glory.” They are free from the 
law, and all obligation thereto, for“ Jesus was made 
% under the law, to redeem them that were under the law,” 
that ©* they might receive the adoption of ſons,” Gal. iv. 5. 
They are under obligation of praiſe and thankfulneſs to him 
who has freed them from the law; in, and by whom they 
arc ** dead unto the law,” Rom. vii. 4. Theſe conſidera- 
tions (faith M. de F.) overwhelm as it were the church of 
Cukisr, with the Gwect obligation of being ſubject to 
% him in all things,” Eph: v. 24. I anſwer, 'To own him 
to be Head, having the pre-cminence in all things, to own 
N him our lau- fulfiller in every ſenſe, confeſſing ourſelves 
nothing as in ourſelves, but to be the righteouſneſs of Gop 
in him, to be zcalous for him as our only peace, to ſtand 
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at a diſtance from every or any thing that would any way in- 
ſinuate itſelf into our eſteem, as any way ſharer with him 
in his finiſhed work, which to indulge, would be ** to caſt 
off his yoke, and throw his bands far from us”---and 
« put his law (of life) behind our back.” | 

f M. de F. means that the“ church of CarisrT” is 
© overwhelmed” with the ſweet obligation “ of keeping 
the law,” I muſt obſerve- the overwhelming ſweet ob- 
ligation, however great it is, does not effect their keeping 
it; for, according to M. de F. their “ beſt acts“ 
« while clogged with a body of fin and death,” will be 
« marred and ſpoiled,” and they ““ offend in many things,” 
page 44. And according to the ſcripture, © Whoſoever 
* offends in one point is guilty of all.” 

How perſons, confeſſing themſelves to be fenders, can 
conſiſtently affirm the law their rule of conduct, J cannot 
underſtand, for if the law was really their rule of condut, 
they would not fend, for the law is holy, juſt and good; 


but if they are —_— they manifeſt themſelves to be 
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« carnal, fold under fin.” 
I proceed to page 45, where M. de F. cites 1 John i. 6, 
elf we fay that we have fellowſhip with him, and walk 
«« in darkneſs,” (that is, faith M. de F. the darkneſs of 
ſin, not of godly ſorrow and deſertion, “ we lie, and do not 
« the truth.” What M. de F. quoted this paſſage, in this 
place for, I ſhall leave to herſelf and her admirers to deter- 
mine; but I conclude ſhe did not quote it to prove it impoſ- 
ſible for a believer to walk at any time in the“ darkneſs of 
© fin,” from what ſhe has already confeſſed reſpecting the 
* new man” being taken “ captive,” and their not being 
favoured with Gop's “ ſmiles” and “ comfortable preſence 
while they are indulging in their hearts the love of fin, and 
the practice of iniquity in their lives.“ 

M. de F.'s obſervation on this text attracted me to no- 
tice it as cited by her. The obſervation is That is, the 
© darkneſs of fin, not of godly ſorrow and deſertion;“ 
from whence this inference may be very naturally drawn--- 
viz, that we may have fellowſhip with him, and yet walk in 
the“ darkneſs” of godly ſorrow and deſertion.“ In- 
deed, according to the popular ſyſtem, there is ſcarce a 
greater mark of true religion than that of mourning for an 
+© abſent Gop,” which I conjecture M. de F. means here 
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by * the darkneſs of godly ſorrow and deſertion.) “ Ab- 
« ſent Gop” puts me in mind of---** O Baal, hear us!” 
But I here defy M. de F. and all the popular preachers in 
her ſentiments, to prove that Gop ever deſerted any one, 
that we have any account of in the Old or New Teſtament, 
in M. de F.'s ſenſe of deſertion. 

The popular idea of Gop's withdrawing his preſence, and 
hiding his face, is incompatible with Gop's being well plea- 
ſed in his Sox; and the revelation of grace in the word of 
the truth of the goſpel, where ]Esus is exhibited, and the 
glory of the godhead ſhines in his face, 2 Cor. iv. 6. Till 
that is revoked, Gop hides not his face as to fſalvation.--- 
To ſuppoſe he does, is as great a miſtake as tranſubſtantia- 
tion. Thoſe that continue to walk in the light will never 
have nced to complain of what M. de F. calls deſertion, 
but will always poſſeſs a pure conſcience, by the ** blood of 
« JEsvs, that — rom all ſin.“ a 

1 Cor. ii. 2. cited by M. de F. page 45. Paul would 
*© know nothing but CHRIST crucified,” but ſhe will know 
the law alſo. In 1 Cor. ix. 21. alſo cited, Paul ſpeaks in 
the connection of the paſſage of his ſuiting his addreſs to all 
ſorts that he preached unto. The Jew he addreſſed as a. 
Jew under the law, the Gentile as without law; but herein 
he was not without law to Gop, but under the law to 
CHrIsrT, in ſubjection to him herein, for this he did to his 
glory. Neither was the Gentile that he thus addreſſed 
without law to Gop in a certain ſenſe, becauſe, together 
with the Jew, made nigh to Gop, and one new man in 
CHrIST. 

Rom. xiii. 8, 9, 10. quoted in the ſame page, applies no 
way to her purpoſe, for no man ever fulfilled the law ex- 
cept the man CHRIST JESUS; © for if there had been a 
4% law which could have given life, verily righteouſneſs 
* would have been by the law.” So the obſfervation--- 
He that loveth another hath fulfilled the law, can be no 
more than an obſervation made upon the greatneſs of the 
virtue of love, ſhewing love in its perfection to be all the 
law required ; and ſuppoſing a perſon had done this, he had 
thereby fulfilled the law, for all the law required was love, 
But this obſervation of the apoſtle's, made as it were by a 
digreſſion, ſpeaking of love, what it would be, or was in it- 
ſelf, in its perfection, no way makes the law a 8 the 
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believer in conſcience, or canduct, Gedward; which is evi- 
dent from the connection of the paſſage; for the apoſtle 
knew the law was ſpir:tual, but that he and all mankind 
were carnal, ſold under fin,” if compared with the law 
in their “ own proper perſons.” 

I aſk M. de F. if ſhe makes the law the believer's rule, 
as it is ſpiritual? If ſhe does, ſhe muſt know, if ſhe knows 
any thing, that he never fulfils any of it at any time. If 
ſhe does not make it a rule, as it is ſpiritual, how then does 
ſhe make it a rule at all? Has it any being at all as the law 
of Gop, abſtracted from its ſpirituality? If love is the 
fulfilling of it, what idea can we have of love that is not 
ſpiritual, and every way unfeigned, but that it is not accord- 
ing to the law? Any thing beneath the law's requirement 
is beneath the law, to which it cannot be ſaid to be a rule; 
nor can that which is any way imperfe& be ſaid to have the 
law for its rule; for the law is a rule of doing right, and 
not of doing wrong. Then all that is not right, according 
to it, in all its ſpirituality, is, according to it, wrong---to 
which it can be no rule. Nothing, therefore, but that 
which is perfect, without any deficrency, can have the law 
for its rule, or the law to be a rule to it. To profeſs the 
law, therefore, a rule of conduct, and not act in confor- 
— thereto, manifeſts great pride and arrogance, and a 

wardneſs to falling in with Paul's confeſſion, “the law 
is ſpiritual, but I am carnal, fold under fin.” 

James ii. 8, cited by M. de F. page 46. is not at all to 
the point, as the apoſtle there is reproving the rich---in an 
ironical and fatirical manner, becauſe of their deſpiſing the 
poor, and drawing them before judgment ſeats, bo 
as as themſelves. But, faith the apoſtle, © If ye 
4% fulfil the royal law,” (which many thouſands of 
Jews that believed like M. de F. and her employer were 
very zealous for, Acts xxi. 20.) which law faith, © Thou 
*© ſhalt love thy neighbour as thyſelf, ye do well;” but, 
adds the apoſtle, ver. 9. Ye have reſpec to perſons,” ye 
commit fin, and are convinced of the law as tranſgreſſors. 
He here meets them, as it were, upon their own ground of 
argument, and reproves their inconfiſtency thereby; fo it 
makes nothing for M. de F. 73 

The apoſtle James not only reproves the abuſe of partia- 
lity and reſpect of perſons, as having too much crept in 
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* amoneſt them,“ but inveighs againſt any diſtinction being 
kept up between one rank of men and another at all, which 
is ſtill kept up among thoſe who are the warmeſt advocates 
for the law being a rule. So in this view the paſſage is level- 
led againſt hem; and if it is to be underſtood figuratively®--- 
the rich with a gold ring in gay cloathing, intending thoſe 
that look upon themſelves “ rich and increaſed in goods, 
and have need of nothing ;” bleſſed in their own views, 
with © imparted holineſs” in their own proper perſons, 
while they look upon thoſe that confeſs they have no holineſs 
but in CHRIST, to be vile licentious perſons: if I ſay it is 
to be underſtood thus figuratively, it is ſtill more poignant 
againſt them. 
ohn xiv. 15. 21, 23, 24. and chap. xv. 10, 14. and 
1 John ii. 3---7. cited by M. de F. page 47. is not ſpeak- 
ing of the law of Moſes at all, but of the doctrine and 
word of the truth of the goſpel, where I Ess is exhibited 
as our whole falvation. See, for proof, the connection of 
the paſſages. This is the old commandment---** The 
% word which they had heard from the beginning, 1 John 
ii. I The © great falvation, which at firſt began to be 
« ſpoken of by the Loxp, and was confirmed by thoſe 
d that heard him,” Heb. ii. 3. which are the words of 
eternal life; which whoſoever keepeth, (not neglecting 
them, not, letting them ſlip) as the teachings and command- 
ments of Jtsus, abides in all his love, in heart, and con- 
ſcience; and whoſoever profeſſes to know him any other 
way than that way in which he is exhibited as our ſalvation, 
for our ſure truſt and confidence, is a liar, which he mani- 
feſts by inattention to his commandments. | 
In page 48. M. de F. has the following notable obſervation. 
« And if he (your heavenly FaTHER) has put , there, 
* (in your hearts) it will be evidenced by your conduct 
e being in ſome meaſure conformable to it.” But the law 
which M. de. F. here ſpeaks of will not admit of that be- 
ing called conformity to it that is not full.” If it is defi- 
cient, it is non-conformity, for all and every thing that an- 
ſwers not to the law is a tranſgreſſion of it. | 
The commandments ſpoken of in 1 John v. 2, 3. cited 
by M. de F. are not the law, but the goſpel; for proof 


* As it is treated of by Mr, Murdin, in his paraphraſe on the epiſ+ 
tle. 4 


hereof, 


5 1 
hereof, let us attend to the paſſage By this we know that 


« we love the children of Gop, when we love Gop, and 
*© keep his commandments; for this is the love of Gop, 
„that we keep his commandments ; and his command- 
«© ments are not grievous.” 8 

Loving Gop, and keeping his commandments, men- 
tioned in this paſſage, is not loving the children of Go ; 
for by © loving Gop and keeping his commandments,” 
our loving the children of Gop is here faid to be known; 
then loving Gop, and keeping his commandments, here 
mentioned, is not keeping the law as a rule, for in keeping 
the law as a rule we ſhould comprize loving one another, 
for © love is the fulfilling of the law.” And“ he that 
„ loveth another hath fulfilled the law.” JT conclude, 
therefore, that as this paſſage has nothing to do with the. 
law as a rule, it makes nothing for M. de F. but teaches 
that loving the children of Gop, as ſuch, in “ the unity of 
* the Spirit and bond of peace,” is only known and at- 
tained to by dwelling in the love of Gop towards us in 
CHxrisT JEsvs, and holding faſt our profeſſion of life and 
ſalvation in him, where we ſee our brethren, as well as 
ourſelves, without fault, or any thing that offends, where- 
by every let to love is removed, and a channel opened, 
wherein it may always flow without obſtruction. 

2 John 5. 6. cited in the ſame page, Now I beſeech 
„ thee, lady, not as though I wrote a new commandment 
«« unto thee, but that which we had from the beginning, 
that we love one another.” 

Here it appears to me that the apoſtle beſeeches to conti- 
nue brotherly love. I beſeech thee, lady, (---------- ) 
«© that we love one another.” The intermediate words, 
2 I have here omitted, to make my view of the paſ- 
age more plain) I underſtand as in a parentheſis, informing 
the church that he hereby did not mean to enjoin any new 
doctrine, but to abide by that which was preached to them 
at the firſt, viz. remiſſion of fins by IESUS CHRIST, and 
full acceptance with Gop by him. 

Ver. 9. And this is love, that we walk after his com- 
% mandments.” Commandments here intends the ſayings 
of Jesus, uttered either by himſelf, his prophets, or 
apoſtles, which hold forth ſalvation. And the phraſe--- 
This is love, that we walk after his commandments,” 
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appears to intimate, that in walking according to the ſay- 
ings of JEsvs, in heart and conſcience, we cannot hate 
our brother, but muſt love him, allowing him an equal 

ion with ourſelves in the Son of Gop. Nor, living 
in the faith, can we ever forget to reverence, with all the 
love of adoration, our Gop and Saviour. 

Theſe fayings, in the cloſe of the verſe, to ſhew their 
unity, are called © the commandment” which they had 
heard from the beginning, which the apoſtle obſerves 
they ſhould walk in. 

Next is cited, in the ſame page, 3 John 11.“ He that 
6 2 is of Gop; he that doth evil hath not ſcen 
„Gon.“ 

Can M. de F. underſtand this as applied to the law, and 
her oun perſon, without doubting the reality of her 
faith? If any one will undertake to prove that this paſſage 
intends keeping the law, I will undertake to prove that 
there is none of Gop, by, There is none good. 
There is none that docth good, no, not one.” The 
ſage then cannot reſpect the law as a rule, fo muſt be miſuſed 
by M. de F. in ſuch an application; its meaning may be 
diſcerned by a careful examination of the connection in 
which it ſtands. 

1 John iii. 4---7. is cited by M. de F. in the ſame 
page, and I ſuppoſe to the fame end. But the apoſtle is 
here inſtaneing the nature of the law, laying hold of every 
fault, as a tranſgrefſion againſt it; and the paſſage in ver. 
4. appears to be an obſervation made uſe of entirely by 
way of inftance, to caſt a light upon what he had now 
ſaid, and was about to fay, reſpecting purity and freedom 
from fin. As if the apoſtle had ſaid, — inſtance, Now, 
according to Moſes, Whoſocver committeth fin tranſ- 
. eth alſo the law, for ſin is the tranſgreſſion of the 
« law;” and all having ſinned, in that view of conſidera- 
tion, all are impure. 

But the apoſtle had obſerved, in ver. 3. before the intro- 
duction of this inſtance, that every one that had the hope 
of fonthip in CHRIST JESUs in him, was thereby pure (in 
conſcience) as he was pure, and adds, ver. 5. 4 having 
obſerved finning, the tranſgreſſing of the law, and ſaying, 
And ye know he was manifeſted to take away our ſins, and 
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in him is no fin, for in that he died, he died once unto 


«© fin;” and as to tendeney and inclination of body or mind, 
he never knew fin, but always was the holy and undefiled. 
The apoſtle continues, ver. 6. Whoſoever abideth 
« in him finneth not;” for upon this ground, namely, that 
in CHR1ST is no fin, he is, by him, holy, and free from 
ſin, and finneth not; being in him born from above, born 
of Gop, ſo cannot fm. ** Whoſoever ſinneth, hath not 
„ ſeen him, neither known him.” | | 
This aſſertion is abſolute, and will not admit of the le- 


gal gloſs, to ſuit the ſelf-righteous mind, whereby we are 


told, he does not ſin as once did, &c. &. John 
faith, “ he finneth not;” no, not at all. 

Hence the apoſtle adds, ver. 7. © Little children, let 
% no man deceive you. He that doth righteouſneſs is 
*« righteous, even as he is righteous. He that committeth 
« fin is of the devil; for this purpoſe the Son of Gop 
«« was manifeſted, that he might deſtroy the works of the 
% devil, ver. 8. 

9 thus ee M. de F. “'s _— the o_ as a 
rule, ar, only ſupported, as here maniteſted, cri 
— — in fact, not ſu Tak 
her argumentative deductions, and inferences, will ſtand 
. 4 till 3 ſupported. bh _ 

hough M. de F. atterts, . the law re- 
« mains in full force as the yn 7 righteouſneſs,” 1 
defy her, or any one elſe, to prove it, in her manner of 
application, without proving the obedience and death of 
Jesus, m wain; and themſelves, and all the world, 


ht. 
e — 1 John iii. 5---ro-is quoted, and weakened, and 
made of none effect in M. de F.'s glaſs. But, —_ 
righteouſneſs“ here, is that anſwer unto righteouſneſs 
which we have, as born of Gop in CHRIST JEsvs, as hav- 
ing of Gop a perfect new ſtate in him, who alone deſcended 
from heaven, John iii. 13. and we are in that ſtate impec- 
cable. | 

M. de F. adds, © The apoſtle here does not mean to 
«*« afſert ſinleſs perfection, &c. Yes, he does, in the higheſt 
ſenſe, without any exception, neither will any one of theſe 
texts admit of any ſuch exception; to offer it, is offeri 
them manifeſt injury ; I will be judged by the language : but 
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not a ſinleſs perfection in their © own proper perſons,” but 
in the perſon of IEsus, in whom their perſons are perfect, 
— as it is written, ©* Ye are complete in him.” The 
righteouſneſs of Go, 1 John i. 8. cited by M. de F. to 
prove it no“ ſinleſs perfection,” proves no ſuch thing, but 
evidently intends, If we fay we are naturally, as deſcendants 
of Adam without fin, and ſo need not the blood of CHRIST 
for our cleanſing, we deceive ourſelves. ©* Neither does he, 
« (the inſpired writer, who can never contradict himſelf) ſaith 
«© M. de F. mean that he who is born of Gop, that is, the 
4 believer in Ixsus, cannot fin ; becaule there is no law 
« for him to fin againſt; for (faith ſhe) he has already 
4e ſtrongly aſſerted the being of the law; but (faith ſhe) his 
« meaning evidently is, that he who is born of Gop can- 
« not abide, perſiſt, and continue in the habitual love and 
« practice of iniquity ; he cannot fin after converſion as he did 
« before.” I appeal to every impartial man of common 
ſenſe, that underſtands Engliſh, it this comment of M. de 
F.'s is not a manifeſt perverſion of He that is born of 
« Gop committeth not fin.” If there is not a ſenſe in 
which he ſins not at all, the apoſtle's aſſertion muſt ſtand for 
nothing, which, to conclude, would be nothing better than 
„charging Gop fooliſhly.” The“ ſeed which remaineth 
« in him,” ſo that he cannot fin, mentioned 1 John iii. 9. 
is ſaid by Peter to be incorruptible, to live and abide for 
ever, 1 Pet. i. 23. 25. which is no other than the redemption 
which is in CHRISH JESUS; or JESUS in his finiſhed work, 
wherein alone conſiſts our birth from above, and impecca- 
bility before Gop; and not in M. de F.'s fanciful © divine 
«« principle” and © new nature,” worſhipped in all the 
popular religious world in this day, ſimilar to the beaſt we 
read of in the Revelations, ©* which was, and is not ;” for 
none of its admirers are poſitively ſure at all times that they 
poſſeſs it. ; | 
M. de F. cannot ſtand © He that committeth fin is of 
„ the devil,” as delivered of Gop, but covers it with the 
veil of tradition, ſaying, © That is, he who lives in the con- 
s ſtant, habitual love and practice of iniquity.” But does 
not M. de F. know, that if a perſon lives in fin at all, any 
way, he muſt be ſo far of the devil, for fin is not of 
Gop. 
Page 


( 39-7 
Page 51. Zechariah and Elizabeth are introduced, as thoſe 
in whom * we have a beautiful example of what the 
„ Chriſtian is, or at leaſt ought to be. Ought to be” is 
a good amendment, M. de F. It is faid of them, “ they 


«© were both righteous before Gop ; walking in all the com- 
4 mandments of the Loxp blameleſs,” Luke i. 6. M. de 


F. owns they were righteous before Gop, by being“ juſti- 


* fied by the blood and righteouſneſs of CHRIST, but 
thinks, that “ in conſequence of being fo, they walked in 
all the commandments and ordinances of the Loxp 
„ blameleſs.” If they walked blameleſs, according to the 
law, in their“ own proper perſons,” which law M. de F. 
ſays is © ſtill remaining in full force, as the rule of righteouſ- 
«« neſs,” I own it was a wonderful thing, conſidering th 

were fallen creatures, ſold under fin, if they did ; but till it 
can be proved that a fallen creature can keep the law, I can- 
not believe they did, but believe, with Luke, that they 
walked according to the ceremonial inſtitutions, which were 
figures and repreſentations of = blameleſs. They 
*« endeavoured,” adds M. de F. “ in all godly fear, to frame 
*© their lives according to the commandments ; and, doubt- 
& leſs, in ſo doing, they experienced the truth of David's 
** obſervation, great peace have they that love thy law,” 
Pſalm exix. 165. This law M. de F. it ſeems underſtands 
to be what is generally called the moral law, from whence it 
appears ſhe has it a rule of great peace to us, if we en- 
deavour to“ frame our lives” according to it. Endeavour,” 
in this application, is borrowed from the Pope, but the law 
of Gop fpews it out. To affirm there is © great peace” in 
this way, is to oppoſe JESUs as the alone and only peace of 
man, which the ſcriptures aſſert him to be, ſaying, He is 
our peace; and making mediators of our endeavours, toge- 
ther with CyR1sT; introducing idolatry as true religion, and 
in effect, 2 blood of the covenant unholy. Of ſuch 
a peace as that which M. de F. 2 of, by endeavouring 
to keep the law, there is not one ſingle hint in all the Bible. 
If it can be proved, I will own the whole goſpel overthrown, 


and the matter of faith exhibited therein eternally ſhip- 
wrecked. No one ever loved the law of works, ſo as to 
derive peace from it, but ſuch as obeyed perfectly, but no one 
ever obeyed it but JEesvs, and he is in the poſſeſſion of 
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peace thereby for us, and is, in his own perſon to us, as the 
end of the law for righteouſneſs, our peace. 

In page 51. M. de F. aſks ** If there is no law, and con- 
« ſequently no fin to a believer, why was David's conduct 
« with reſpect to Bathſheba, and Uriah, the Hittite, fo 
«« peculiarly marked, ſo ſtrictly ſtigmatized, . fo ſeverely 
«© puniſhed ?.” I anſwer, the law is ſpiritual, and, as ſuch, 
ſuppoſing David had been judged by it, it muſt have con- 
demned him, before he ever ſaw Bathſheba. And does not 
M. de F. remember, that the law was added becauſe of 
tranſgreſſion, till the ſeed (CRS) ſhould come to whom 
the promiſe was made? And that the people of Iſracl, as a 
nation, were under the law typically, until Cyr1sT came, 
and took the place of every foregoing type and figure? It 
may alſo be added, that the people of Iſrael, from whom, 
as pertaining to the fleſh, CuRisr came, were under a 
theocracy, or divine government ; and as under a divine go- 
vernment, they had a divine civil ſocial law, rule, or direc- 
tory, to act by towards one another, as well as a ceremonial 
law, to worſhip Gop by; in which there was exhibited, for 
the time being, their freedom before God, from the ſpiritual 
law. The divine civil law had its inflictions upon offenders, 
as well as the laws of our land has, (fee Exodus, chapters 21, 
22, 237 David in his action reſpecting Uriah and Bath- 
ſheba, fell under the cenſure of civil law of Iſrael, as 
well as thereby ed the fpiritual law. David, by this 
action, was a tranſgrefſor in ſpecial in the land of Iſrael, and 
Gop, as King in Iſrael, interfered in his correction, and 
inflicted a ſpecial puniſhment upon him. David's crime was 
a national public injury, therefore his puniſhment was public, 
as governor of the nation; yet David's fin, according to 
Gop, and his holy ſpiritual law, was put away in the great 
ſacrifice of the body of CHRIST, where David was all one, 
lovely, and pleaſing to Gov. . | 
In the ſame e M. de F. faith, * The idea of 
© pardon ſuppoſes fin.” Why, who ever ſaid it did not? If 
man were not ſinful in the firſt Adam, CHRISH needed not 
to have died. But I aſk M. de F. is pardon an act paſſed in 
God's mind, or an act to come ? If it be paſſed, the ſin is 
removed, for pardon deſtroys the crime. It it be faid to be 
to come, I aſk how Caxr1sT came to ſend the les ta 
preach what was not in being? Which they did it pardon 


was 


( 3 ) 


Was then to come, when they ſaid, © Through this man is 
*« preached unto you the forgiveneſs of ſins.” Now where 
remiſſion of theſe is, there is no more offering for ſin, and 
where it is believed, no conſcience Godward of it, Heb. x. 
2---18, 

All that I find of M. de F. in page 52. I eſteem already 
anſwered, in the obſervations I have juſt made upon the 
divine civil law in Ifrael. And, reſpecting David's being 
„ puniſhed in his ſoul, with darkneſs,” I have already con- 
futed. And what M. de E. faith, page 53. I eſteem already 
anſwered in the courſe of my obfervations. Pſalm li. 17. 
there cited, belongs not to David, except by way of allu- 
ſion, but to CHRIST, as our Head and Surety; fo does alſo 
Ifaiah evi. 2. To a e any one of mankind individually 
poſſeſſed of a contrite heart, which Gop accepts from him, 
as a pleaſing ſacrifice, is in effect to deny Jesvs to be the 
CHx1sT, and to turn infidel. Whatever ſorrow and regret 
any might be exerciſed with, on the account of wrong con- 
duct, that we read of in the Old or New Teſtament, they 
never brought their tears unto Gop fpiritualy, but eyed 
Jesus only as their peace and comfort. | 

In page 51. M. de F. went about to ſeck to prove fin to 
a believer; but in page the 54th, to ſerve a turn, ſhe can 

ve that pardoning fin takes away its being, by Jer. I. 20. 
fo that there is none, becauſe an Antinomian fold her, as ſhe 
ſays, That the goats mentioned in the 25th of Matthew, 
are fins, and the ſheep mankind. To what M. de F. has 
ſaid, page 54, 55. in oppoſition to that Antinomian's idea of 
ſheep and goats, ſhe might have added, or prefixed, had ſhe 
thought of it, that if the goats are figurative of fins, to be 
baniſhed in the laſt day, and coming of the Loxp, why are 
not the ſheep figurative too, of 1 2 acts, for righteous 
acts, or what divers call graces, have as much perſonality 
in themſelves as ſins can have, and muſt be as capable of en- 
joying life eternal, as fins can be of ſuffering everlaſting 
puniſhment. But I think, as the Antinomian's view of the 

ſſage is wild and fanciful, ſo M. de F.'s own view of it 
5 attended with infurmountable difficulties ; and as I cannot 
fall in with his views of it, nor his application of it, to the 
reſurrection in the laſt day and coming of the Lox, 
neither can I with M. de F.'s. As I was no way obligated to 


have taken notice of this 88 and anſwer for the Anti- 
nomian 
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nomian M. de F. mentions, eſpecially as he and I differ in 
ſentiment upon this ſubject, I ſhall evade offering my views 
of it in this book ; but muſt obſerve, that I fee nothing in 
Pſalm ix. 17. xi. 6. Ifa. Ixvi. 24. that looks the way matted 
by M. de F. in her 55th page. As for the Pſalms, they had 
their accompliſhment in IEsus, who was “ made fin, and 
«« bore the curſe for us;” and Iſa. Ixvi. 24. ſpeaks of a thing 
that was to be in being in this world, not in that to come ; 
for it is when all fleſh ſhould come up to worſhip the Lox D 
in Jeruſalem, from one new moon unto another; ſee ver. 
23. and Rev. vi. 15, 16. as part of the prophecy of that 
which ſhould, according to John, Rev. i. 1. “ö ſhortly come 
&©« to paſs,” reſpects ſome great revolutioh made in the world 
by the providence of Gop, for the furtherance of his cauſe 
and truth among men. | 
Page 55 56. If by taking upon him human nature, 
« the Lorp Jesus Cubis took the whole human race 
« into union with himſelf, and by virtue of this union, is 
« become their juſtification and ſanctification, in his own 
&« perſon, ſo that there can be no neceſſity for any divine 
&« change to be wrought in them, &c. they may do 
« what they will, without ſorrow or contrition.” But ſup- 
ſe this is done for a few, or part of the human race, may 
thoſe few not be as well ſuppoſed by M. de F. to do what 
they will, as the whole human race, ſuppoſing they were 
ſure it was done for them? Would not the ſame caufe have 
the ſame effect upon a few, as upon many? If it be replied, 
that believing it to be only for a part of mankind has a ten- 
dency to make careful thoſe that are ſerious, to owe it their 
own, I anſwer, then they are not ſure it is for them, for 
what I am ſure of I ſeck no more to prove, that it may be 
ſure to me. Upon this plan the doctrine of doubting, ſo 
much contended for by the Papiſts, is eſtabliſhed, and ig- 
norance of ſafety introduced, as the mother of devotion, 
which is agreeable with the affirmation a young devotee, 
and ſtickler for particular redemption, wm a | weeks 
ago, viz. That it he believed CHRIST died for all men, he 
would do whatever he liked, and take his fill of pleaſure, and 
afterwards hang himſelf. I aſk if the full afſurance of 
CurisT dying for him in particular, would not be likely to 
have the ſame effect upon him? I think it would; ſo it can- 
not but be allowed, that his not having full aſſurance of it, 
| is 
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is a ſort of mercy to him, becauſe it ſaves him from bad 
living and ſelf-murder. But if it is denied that IESsus is 
thus united, and that he is juſtification and ſanctification to 
any, by virtue of union of nature, I own it is more con- 
ſiſtent, in itſelf, though not more ſcriptural ; for if Jesvs be 
ſo united to any, he muſt be to all, and equally related to all, 
fince all nations are of one blood, and his righteouſneſs and 
atonement, by virtue thereof, belongs to ane man, as much 
as to another. As to © Gop will never be diſpleaſed with 
them, nor chaſtiſe them,“ it muſt be owned that he has 
declared himſelf well pleaſed on their behalf, and that the 
goſpel is declared not to be yea and nay, but yea ; and if 
Gop be unchangeable, we muſt conclude he is not diſpleaſed, 

reſpecting thoſe things concerning which he was once pleaſed ; 
and he was pleaſed in CHRIS, reſpecting fin, by ſatisfac- 
tion being given for it, for he died unto fin, and Gop raiſed 
him from the dead, by which he teſtified his ſatisfaction for 
fin, as every way well pleaſing, and that he himſelf had 
borne “the chaſtiſement of our peace.” 
M. de F. adds, but take them all to heaven at laſt, as 

* the bride, the Lamb's wife.” TI will undertake to prove 
univerſal redemption, from-ſcripture and reaſon, at any time, 
and if hereupon M. de F. will engage to prove univerſal 
happineſs to all Adam's race, fo be it, I have no objec- 
tion. | 

M. de F. exclaims, O what a frightful bride for ſo 
« beautiful a bridegroom!” What is the matter now? 
What, is ſhe not comely enough in CuRIST's comelineſs ? 
Doth M. de F. want a little of the paintings of human pride 
to adorn her? What, cannot ſhe bear for herſelf, nor any 
one elſe to be ſaved by grace alone © She will be blind, and 
« have no eyes to behold his excellencies, &c. Seeing, ad- 
miring, loving, &c. is no part of the beauty of the Lamb's 
wife. She was as beautiful in his fight before ſhe knew 
him, as ſhe poſſibly can be after, for ſhe was made in his 
death the righteouſneſs of Gop in him.” If I am not as 
— — every way to Gop in CHRIST, before I believe 
as after, I am not ſaved by grace alone. 

Bottom of page 57. we find theſe words. He (Cnx1sT) 
4 ſtood as their t Head and Repreſentative, and by im- 
« putation, by the grandeſt act of divine gee = that 
« was ever diſplayed, was made fin, or a fin-offering for 
n 2 „them, 


W . 
© WY 
| „ them, while they were made the righteouſneſs of Gop in 
8 « him.” But fin was not imputed to CHRISH by an act of 


1 vereignty, but juſtice. An act of ſovereignty implies an 
Pre act, that 10 equal juſtice —_ may — be < but an 
act of juſtice implics neceſſity, from the nature of the thing or 
things, in law conſideration, r being in our nature, 
could not, as a perſon therein, ſtand ſingle, alone, and un- 
| related to us. Unrelated he could not ſtand to us, becauſe 
8 — of our fleſh and blood. Single, alone, and neuter, 
Ma he could not ſtand therein, as ſo nearly related. The dignity 
[ a of his aſſuming nature, [Godhead | conſtituting him Head, 
| : in his aſſumed nature | manhood]. So that the manhood 
1 taken into Gop became Lox of all, and eſpecially Head 
} of human nature: hence we read, The Head of every man 
0 is CHRIST, and the Head of CuRIST is God. And being 
ö in the nature in this relation and dignity, he muſt inevitably 
__ be repreſentative therein; its ſtate and condition, when 
aſſumed, muſt neceſſarily be his, in law. If Jenovan 
aſſume the nature, he muſt aſſume it as it is, not as If is net. 
His aſſumption of it unto himſelf, delivered it from a 
poſſibility of evil bent, tendency, and inclination, as well as 
evil action, in the facultics of his human individuality. But 
what it was in law conſideration, as fallen, when he aſſumed 
it, it remained in law conſideration, in his perſon, as Head 
and Surety, till the law ſentence was executed upon him as 
ſuch : When our old man was crucified with him, and fin 
made an end of, and tranſgreſſion finiſhed, by his being made 
fin in all reality of law, not by a. ſovereign” arbitrary act, 
but by virtue of his being in our fleſh and blood. If he is 
found in the nature of man, he muſt inevitably be made fin, 
it was not poſſible that he ſhould not, divine juſtice required 
it. If by © ſin-offering,” M. de F. means any thing leſs 
than being made ſin itſelf, ſhe errs, For the ſin- offering was 
made fin in the figure, by the transferring of fin upon it, by 
the impoſition of hands and confeſſion, before it was offered 
on the altar. So CHRIST was offered in conſequence of 
being made fin ; and as the imputation of fin to CHRIST was 
not a ſovereign act, but a conſequence of his being in the 
* likeneſs of finful fleſh, found in faſhion with man,” ſo 
we are made the righteouſneſs of Gop in him,” not by a 
ſovereign act, but by an inevitable conſequent, from his 
being partaker of our fleſh and blood, As to any as 
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of union, which M. de F. ſpeaks of, page 58. beſide that 
of being one fleſh with Jesvs, the ſcriptures are entirely 
ſilent about, and ] confels myſelf ignorant of, except ſhe 
means, the knowledge and enjoyment of this union, which 
J do not chuſe to call © another kind of union,“ becauſe I 
believe it the ſame union, known and enjoyed. This union 
of M. de F.'s, as ſhe ſays, is by“ a divine, living vital 
faith, and that this“ faith is the grand bond of union 
between CHRIST and the ſouls of his people.” It by 
faith here M. de F. means the aſſent, perſuaſion, and con- 
fidence of the mind, I deny hat being any bond of union, 
for the bond of union” is that which unites; that in 
which the eſſence and permanency of union conſiſts. Sup- 
2 the bond of union not yet in exiſtence, and you can 
uppoſe no union as yet in exiſtence; deſtroy the 52nd, and you 
deltroy the union : but faith or believing can be no ſuch 
bond, becauſe the eſſenee and permaneney of union, accord- 
ing to the ſcriptures, eonſiſts in the 9neneſs f fleſh with IE Ss, 
Eph. v. 31, 32. which believing no way conſtitutes or forms, 
but only enjoys, and. acquicſces in. The ſcriptures M. de 
F. has brought in ſupport of her other“ kind of union, no 
way ſupports it. 1 Cor. vi. 17. © He that is joined to the 
6 —— is one Spirit.” It M. de F. had looked at the 
15th verſe, ſhe might have ſeen that the junction ſpoken of 
ſtood in their perſons being members of CHRIST ; members 
of his body, of his fleſh, and of his bones; and being one 
Spirit with the Lorp conſiſts and is included in the union 
and oneneſs of fleſh with the Lorp, being one Spirit with 
him, in all the „ of law conſideration; being the ve 
truth, eſſence, and ſpirit of righteouſneſs, and true holinef 
before Gop, in CR IST JESus. 

In the popular ſenſe of the paſſage, of being one in 
temper and diſpoſition, by imitation, it cannot be proved 
true to any; witneſs their own feelings and confeſſions, 
Neither in this view, would it be at all applicable to the caſe 
in hand under the notice of the apoſtle ; for 1 Cor. vi. 15. 
he diſſuades from the evil, upon the conſideration of that 
union which was permanent in itſelf, and would remain fo, 
if the evil there oppoſed were indulged, which indulgenee 
would have been acting beneath the high calling of God in 
CHR1sT JESUS, ever permanent in itſelf. _ 
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The next is 1 Cor. xii. 1 7 0 For by one Spirit we are 
% baptized into one body. If by one Spirit is here intended 
the Spirit ſpoken of ver. 4. who in ver. 5. is called the fame 
Loxp, and verſe 6. the ſame Gop, what can be plainer 
than that it intends, that by one Gop they were baptized 
into one body, the body of CHRIST, in whom they put off 
the body of the fins of the fleſh, and are thereby dead unto 
fin, and alive unto Gop; or, if being baptized, here intends 
Gov's inſtruction of the mind into CHRIST, by the goſpel, 
it is not ©* another” kind of union, but the fame enjoyed by 
inſtruction ; for whatever truth a perſon's mind is baptized 
into, it muſt be a ſubſtantial truth in itſelf, before ſuch a 
baptizing takes place, 

Gal. iii. 26. 27. is cited by M. de F. in the ſame page. 
« For ye are all the children of Gop, by faith in CHRIS 
« Jesvus.” Faith here intends that which came to bring 
them out from the place where _ were ſhut up, till it 
came; ſee ver. 23. And when this faith came, they were no 


longer under the law as a ſchoolmaſter, v. 25. By which 


faith they are all declared the children of Gop in CHRIS 
Jesvs, ver. 26. which faith, from the apoſtle's drift, ar- 
ment, and connection, evidently intends the matter 


elieved, viz. The redemption which is in CHRIST JEsus, 


in and by whom, as our REDEEMER, We are the children of 


Gop, Rom. viii. 9. If any man have not the Spirit of 
« CHRIST he is none of his,” reſpects the impoſlibility of 
belonging to Gop any other way than as in CHRIST, in 
his Sonſhip, ſtate and glory. See the connection. 

2 Pet. i. 4. I have 5 anſwered in M. de F. s man- 
ner of ication. : | 

Gal. ii. 20. John vi. 56. evidently intends living in 
Jesvs as the object of faith. See their connection. 

Mark xvi. 16. runs parallel with“ he that hath the Son 
« hath life, and he that hath not the Son hath not 


© life,” and with © he that believeth not is condemned 


« already.” 

Faith, mentioned in Rom. v. 1. AQs xxvi. 18. intends 
not our believing, but the thing believed in. See the con- 
nection of the paſſages. 

In page 59. M. de F. makes © ſpiritual life” to be 
« divine faith;” but CarisT ſays he himſelf is © the 


« life.” 
| M. de 
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M. de F. ſpeaking of the manner how the Spirit of 
Gop „forms faith in the ſoul,” as ſhe expreſſes it, ſaith 
it is “ uſually by the grand mean of the word of Gop.” 
If believing is not always produced by the word of Gop, 
the Bible, there muſt be a new revelation to produce it, 
where it is not brought forth by the Bible; but as I believe 
no other divine oracle upon earth beſide the Bible, I muſt 
deny that faith is ever produced any other way but by the 
Bible. As to its being impoſſible for a © man, dead in 
«« ſins,” to give himſelf faith, I would anſwer thus: A 
ſelf-evident truth, propoſed to a perſon in ſueh a manner, 
that is ſuitable to his capacity, calls for no exertion to be- 
lieve it. No man can ever poſſibly believe hat, by aſſay- 
ing to credit implicitly, if he is conſiderate, which is not 
evident to him. God, in his propoſition of ſalvation to 
man, is clear, and the revelation and record concerning it 
ſelf-evident; and all impartially confidering it are, by its 
proof, pervaded with the belief of it without any effort to 
credit it. 0 

The death here ſuggeſted by M. de F. to be upon 
man, is a law death, not an abſolute incapacity in his fa- 
culties, to receive what Gop has declared; if ſo, where is 
the uſe of a declaration? 

Page 59. When the Holy Ghoſt takes this noble 
„ ſword into his almighty hand, he makes it quick and 


" erful.” | 

Paul, Eph. vi. 17. does not ſpeak of the word of Gop 
as a ſword to be uſed by Gop, but by man, for his own 
defence againſt falſe doctrine; which is evident from the 
connection of the paſſage. Nor do we ever read of the 
word of Gop being made quick and powerful, but that it 
ts fo, as Gop's word, Heb. iv. 12. 

But M. de F. faith, ** If it were poſſible to read it to 
« eternity, it would profit nothing, if it is not applied 
to the heart by the Spirit of Gop.” 

This application M. de F. treats of, muſt, I } + mr 
according to her views of it, be a ſovereign act of Gop's, 
either put forth, or withheld, at his pleaſure; upon whictr 
2 no man can lawfully be cenſured or blamed for not 

lieving. But what did Stephen mean by ſaying, Ye 


« ſtiff-necked, and uncircumciſed in heart and ears, ye do 


« always 


| 
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always refiſt the Holy Ghoſt; as did your fathers, ſo do 
« ye.” Acts vii. 5t. | 

i aſk is the word of Gop adapted to man's capacity as a 
fallen ereature? If it is not, what was it given for? But 
why is it not ſuited to man's capacity as a fallen creature? 
Could not God fo ſuit it if he would? To fay, no, would 
be to deny his ter of wiſdom. And would he not, though 
he could? To ſay, he would nat, would be queſtioning his 
goodneſs. 

What is this application M. de F. ſpeaks of as diſtin 
from the word? Does it contain any revelation in it to 
the ſenſes of man? Did ever a thought exiſt in man but 
what was conveyed by the medium of his ſenſes? To 
which ſenſe docs this application M. de F. ſpeaks of come? 
What is its theme of revelation? What is its mode of 
revealing? One might be led to expect particulars from 
M. de F. ſince ſhe ſpeaks fo confident reſpecting it. 

2 Cor. iii. 18. quoted by M. de F. page 60. intends 
the identical image of JESUS; in which the apoſtles ſtoud 
as to their miſſion, or miniſtry, adminiſtering to the people 
with greater clearneſs than did Moſes. See ver. 13. In 
this image we are declared the new man; and herein alone 
we can have the anſwer of a good conſcience towards Gop. 
Jer. xxxi. 33. quoted fes 61. intends what Gop did 
for us, in CKR1sT, our Head, who declared the law was 
in his heart, Pſa. xl. 8. in whom we arc complete, Col. ii, 
to. 

In page 62. M. de F. faith, ** Now leſt any of theſe 
„% whoſe hearts the Loxp would not have made fad, 
„ ſhould be made ſad by any thing contained in this trea- 
„ tife.” Why ſhould M. de F. include ny thing in her 
treatiſe that may poſſibly have ſuch a tendency ! 

She adds, I would wiſh to obſerve, that wherever fin 
* is hated, not only in its conſequences and puniſhment, 
but in its nature and practice, “ where it is ſtruggled 
“ with, fought againſt, prayed againſt, watched againſt, 
„and groaned under, it has no dominion. Theſe things 
are quite incompatible with the love and power of fin.” 

Here M. de F. plays the eaſuiſt. I cannot help thinking 
to addreſs her, in this conduct, with the words of Jeremi- 
ah, would be any way unlawful---** Take balm for her 


pain; 


C 6 


4% pain, if ſo ſhe may be healed.” li. 8. But I ſhould 
like to know who has dominion when the new man is taken 
*« captive.” 

This way of comforting, which M. de F. undertakes, 
with what follows of the fame nature, upon the ſubject, I 
own is very popular, quite the faſhion; — it is not only 
unprecedented in the Bible, but diametrically oppoſite to its 
whole theme and teaching, calculated only to divert from 
CHRIST, to ſhut the kingdom of heaven againſt thoſe that 
are entering, while it elates the Phariſee with the higheſt 
pride and arrogance, - and teaches him to ſay, Stand by, 
bleſſed be Gop, I am 6bzlter than thou. 

The whole Antichriſtian ſynod could not have deviſed a 
more likely theme to ſucceed in keeping from the truth than 
what appears in theſe conſiderations and decifions-of M. de 
F.'s. Bur wherever ſuch a manner of judging of ſtate and 
condition Godward prevails, that mind where it ſo prevails, 
has not faith in CHRIST only, but in himſelf alſo, as re- 
need and made Hey. But in the Bible, Jesvs is exhi- 
bited as the alone object of faith and ground of joy. 

M. de F.'s word of improvement, dropped in pages 64 
and 65, to a certain ſuppoſed character, I ſhall no way no- 
tice but by obſerving, that the man that lives upon JEsus 
according to the goſpel, free from the law, is the moſt 
likely to love his "a abit e for whom he believes 
Jesus equally ſhed his blood, as he did for him; and the 
moſt likely to ſerve him in his neceſſity. 

If M. de F. tinds ſhe needs the law, and hell, to whip 
and fright her to heaven, that is no reaſon ſhe ſhould im- 
poſe them upon e re, nor judge thoſe who walk at large, 
free from the law, and delivered from hell, as irregular ; 
at large, becauſe ſome of them, thus profeſſing, have been 
found incircumſpe&; for it ſhe judges the whole body of 
thoſe ſhe is pleaſed to ſtile Antinomians by a few individu- 
als that ſhe may have heard walked diſorderly, I aſk what 
is to become of her religion? Are there not /me difor- 


derly among themſelves, though they are no Antinomians? | 


But theirs ſhall be eſteemed a ſrailly if nature, from con- 
fiitution, fleſh, or the old man captivating the new, &e. 
Notwithſtanding which, they are dear children of Gop. 
So prevails partiality. 

N In 


% 


—_—— — — 4 — 


( 90 ) 


In Page 66. M. de F. faith, © It muſt be utterly im- 
<< poſſible to yield obedience unto both;“ that is, CHRIS 
and fin, But, according to the popular ſyſtem, and M. de 
F.'s idea of the old and new man, there is a poſſibility of 
ſerving both with a witneſs; nor, while we any way reckon 
of ourſelves as in our own individual perſons, can we eſ- 
eape the charge. 

John iii. 3. cited in page 67, is, by M. de F. (with 
ſeveral others) miſapplied, by being applied to ſome work, 
or change, wrought in man, when, according to verſe the 
13th, “ No man hath aſcended up to heaven but he that 
came down from heaven; even the Sox of Man, which 
is in heaven;” and in his perſon alone are we born from 
bove, and holy and without blame. 

I cannot help ſmiling at M. de F.'s bull, page 67. 
where ſhe commands the “ ſinner to © tremble,” for 
«« ſcoffing at heart holineſs;” when, according to her own 
account, it is but“ in ſome meaſure the caſe,” as ſhe ex- 
preſſes herſelf at the top of page 67. 

So her menace ſounds the ſame to me, as if ſhe had ſaid, 
* You that do not believe the inexplicable paradox of poſ- 
“ ſeſſing holineſs in your own proper perſons, which in 
«« verity 1s poſſeſſed by none, tremble.” 

There is a phraſe in uſe among the religious popular, 
which runs thus: “ It is hard work to believe.” I think 
myſelf that it would be very hard work to believe that 
which has more appearance and evidence of falſehood than 
truth: and I think it would be as hard work for me to be- 
lieve the being of © heart holineſs” in man's own “ proper 
«« perſon,” as it would be for me to believe Papiſtical 
tranſubſtantiation ; but I never find any difficulty of believ- 
ing that which is evident to my underſtanding. 

I conclude, without any application or improvement, 
leaving that to the reader, wiſhing him “ to ſearch the 
*«« Scriptures, to ſee whether theſe things are ſo.” 


